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Plaintiffs-Cross Defendant-Appellant, 
v. 
WAD WORTH GOLF 0 TRUCTIO COMPANY OF 
THE OUTHWE T eta l. 
and 
Defendant-Cross Defendant-Respondent-
Cross-App llant, 
T YLOR ENGINEERIN ,INC., etal. 
Defendant-Third Party 
and 
BRN DEVEL PM TIN. etal 
AppeaLed/rom the Di triet Court of the Fil t JudiciaL District of 
the State of Idaho, in and/or the County of Kootenai. 
RANDALL A. PETERMA 
. LAYTO ILL 
TYLER J. A DERSO 
EDWARDJ. A 0 
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RandallA. Petennan, ISB No. 1944 
C. Clayton Gill, ISB No. 4973 
MOFFATI, THOMAS, BARRETI, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
101 S. Capitol Blvd., 10th Floor 
Post Office Box 829 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone (208) 345-2000 
Facsimile (208) 385-5384 
rap@.moffatt.com 
ccg@moffatt.com 
7 Nancy L. Isserlis, ISB #7331 
Elizabeth A. Tellessen, ISB #7393 
WINSTON & CASHATT 8 
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11 
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250 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 107 A 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667·2103 
Facsimile: (208) 765-2121 
n1i@winstoncashatt.com 
eat@winstoncashatt.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
20 
21 
AMERICAN B.ANK, a Montana banking 
corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
BRN DEVELOP:MENT, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, BRN INVESTMENTS, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company, LAKE VIEW 
AG, a Liechtenstein company, BRN-LAKE 
22 VIEW JOINT VENTURE, an Idaho general 
partnership, ROBERT LEVIN, Trustee for the 
23 ROLAND M. CASATI FAMILY TRUST, 
dated June 5, 2008, RYKER YOUNG, Trustee 
24 for the RYKER YOUNG REVOCABLE 
25 
26 
AMERICAN BANK'S ANSWER TO TA nOR 
ENGINEERING, INC. 'S COUNTERCLAIM· ] 
Case No. CV 09-2619 
AMERICAN BANK'S ANSWER TO 
TAYLOR ENGINEERING, INC.'S 
COUNTERCLAIM 
v.w OFFICES OF 
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, I 
TRUST, MARSHALL CHESROWN a single 
man, IDAHO ROOFING SPECIALIST, LLC, 
an Idaho limited liability company, THORCO, 
INC., an Idaho corporation, 
CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY COMPANY, an 
Oregon corporation, INTERSTATE 
CONCRETE & ASPHALT COMPANY, an 
Idaho corporation, CONCRETE FINISHING, 
INC., an Arizona corporation, THE TURF 
CORPORATION, an Idaho corporation, 
WADSWORTH GOLF CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY OF THE SOUTHWEST, a 
Delaware cOIporation, POLIN & YOUNG 
CONSTRUCTION, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, TAYLOR ENGINEERING, 
INC., a Washington corporation, PRECISION 
IRRIGATION, INC., an Arizona corporation 
and SPOKANE Wll.BERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington corporation, d/b/a WILBERT 
PRECAST, 
Defendants. 
Plaintiff, American Bank, a Montana banking corporation ("Plaintiff,), through its 
attorneys of record, submits this answer to Taylor Engineering, Inc. '5 (hereinafter "Taylor") 
Answer, Counterclaim., and Cross-Claim, filed with the Court on July 1, 2009 (hereinafter 
"Counterclaim"), and admits and denies as follows: 
1. Plaintiff denies each and very allegation of Taylor's Counterclaim against 
Plaintiff not expressly and unequivocally admitted herein. 
2. Answering paragraph 1.1 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
22 averments set forth therein. 
23 3. Answering paragraph 1.2 of Taylor's Counterclaim., Plaintiff admits the 
24 averments set forth therein. 
25 
26 
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4. Answering paragraph 1.3 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
avennents set forth therein. 
5. Answering paragraph 1.4 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
avennents set forth therein. 
6. Answering paragraph 1.5 of Taylor's CounterClaim, Plaintiff admits the 
6 averments set forth therein. 
7 7. Answering paragraph 1.6 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
8 averments set forth therein. 
9 
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8. Answering paragraph 1.7 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
averments set forth therein. 
9. Answering paragraph 1.8 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
averments set forth therein. 
10. Answering paragraph 1.9 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
15 averments set forth in the first sentence and denies the remainder. 
16 
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11. Answering paragraph 1.10 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
averments set forth therein. 
12. Answering paragraph 1.11 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
averments set forth therein. 
13. Answering paragraph 1.12 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
22 averments set forth therein. 
23 
24 
25 
26 
14. Answering paragraph 1.13 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
averments set forth therein. 
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15. Answering paragraph 1.14 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
averments set forth therein. 
16. Answering paragraph 1.15 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
averments set forth therein. 
17. Answering paragraph 1.16 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
averments set forth therein. 
7 18. Answering paragraph 1.17 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
8 avennents set forth therein. 
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19. Answering paragraph 1.18 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
ave:rments set forth therein. 
20. Answering paragraph 1.19 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
averments set forth therein. 
14 21. Answering paragraph 2.1 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff is without sufficient 
1 5 information to fonn a belief as to the averments set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 
16 
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22. Answering pamgraph 2.2 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff is without sufficient 
information to fonn a belief as to the averments set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 
23. Answering paragraph 2.3 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits the 
averments set forth therein. 
21 24. Answering paragraph 2.4 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff is without sufficient 
22 infonnation to form a belief as to the averments set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 
23 25. Answering paragraph 2.5 of Taylor's COWlterclaim, Plaintiffis without sufficient 
24 
25 
26 
infoITIlation to fonn a belief as to the averments set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 
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26. Answering paragraph 2.6 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits that Taylor 
recorded a Notice of Claim of Lien against the BRN Property on January 26, 2009, and is 
without sufficient information to form a belief as to the remainder of the averments set forth 
therein, and therefore denies the same. 
27. Answering paragraph 2.7 of Taylort s Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits that Taylor 
6 recorded an Amended Notice of Claim of Lien against the BRN Property on April 10, 2009, and 
7 is without sufficient information to form a belief as to the remainder of the averments set forth 
8 therein, and therefore denies the same. 
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28. Answering paragraph 2.7 (sic) of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff denies the 
averments set forth therein. 
29. Answering paragraph 3.2 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff is without sufficient 
information to form a belief as to the averments set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 
30. Answering paragraph 3.3 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff is without sufficient 
15 information to form a belief as to the avennents set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 
16 31. Answering paragraphs 4.1 and 4.2 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff is without 
17 sufficient information to form a belief as to the averments set forth therein, and therefore denies 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
the same. 
32. Answering paragraph 4.3 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff is without sufficient 
information to form a belief as to the averments set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 
33. Answering paragraph 4.4 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff admits that Taylor 
23 recorded a Notice of Claim of Lien on January 26, 2009, and an Amended Notice of Claim of 
24 
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Lien against the BRN Property on April 1 0, 2009. and is without sufficient infonnation to fonn a 
belief as to the remainder of the averments set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 
34. Answering paragraph 4.5 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiffis without sufficient 
information to form a belief as to the averments set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 
35. Answering paragraph 4.6 of Taylor's Counterclaim, this paragraph is a prayer for 
6 relief for which no response is required. Otherwise. Plaintiff asserts that its interest in the subject 
7 property is prior to and superior to any interest of Taylor. 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
36. Answering paragraph 4.7 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff denies the avennents 
set forth therein. 
37. Answering paragraph 4.8 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff denies the averments 
set forth therein. 
38. Answering paragraph 5.1 of Taylor's Counterclaim. Plaintiff reasserts its 
14 responses to each of the preceding paragraphs. 
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39. Answering paragraph 5.2 of Taylor's Counterclaim. Plaintiff is without sufficient 
information to form a belief as to the averments set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 
40. Answering paragraph 5.3 of Taylor's COWlterclaim, Plaintiff is without sufficient 
infonnation to fonn a belief as to the averments set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 
41. Answering paragraph 5.4 of Taylor's Counterclaim, Plaintiff is without sufficient 
21 information to form a belief as to the avennents set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 
22 AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
23 
24 
25 
26 
42. The Counterclaim fails to state a cause upon which relief can be granted. 
43. The Counterclaim is barred by accord and satisfaction. 
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44. The Counterclaim is barred by failure of consideration. 
45. The Counterclaim is barred by payment. 
46. The Counterclaim is barred by release or satisfaction. 
47. The Counterclaim is barred by failure to act reasonably or otherwise mitigate 
damages, if any. 
48. The Counterclaim is barred by set off, recoupment, or offset. 
49. The Counterclaim is barred by express contract. 
50. The Counterclaim is barred by implied contract, either in law or in fact. 
51. The Counterclaim is barred by breach of contract. 
52. The Counterclaim is barred by waiver and estoppel. 
53. The Counterclaim is barred by failure to properly perfect a lien for labor and 
material. 
54. The Counterclaim is barred by laches. 
55. The Counterclaim is barred by the statute of frauds. 
ATTORNEY'S FEES 
56. Plaintiffhas been requixed to retain the services of an attorney to bring this suit 
and is entitled to an award of reasonable attorney fees in bringing this suit pursuant to, inter alia, 
Idaho Code Section 12-121 and Rule S4(e) of the Idaho Rules o{Civil Procedure. 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment under the Counterclaim as follows: 
A. For a judgment, order and decree of this Court, holding that the lien alleged as a 
23 part of the Counterclaim against Plaintiff is subordinate to the deed of trust and other documents 
24 
25 
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of record of Plaintiff, as alleged in the First Amended Complaint filed with this Court by 
Plaintiff on Apri12, 2009. 
B. For a judgment, order and decree of this Court, that the lien alleged as a part of 
the Counterclaim be foreclosed by the deed of trust and other documents of record of Plaintiff, as 
5 alleged in the First Amended Complaint filed with this Court by Plaintiff on April 2, 2009. 
6 C. For ajudgment, order and decree of this Court, awarding Plaintiff costs and 
7 attorney fees incUlTed in defending the Counterclaim. 
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D. For such other and further relief as to the Court seems just and equitable. 
DATED this .dil day of July. 2009. 
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ELIZABETH A. TELLESSEN, ISB No. 7393 
WlNSTON & CASHATT 
RANDALL A. PETERMAN, ISB No. 1944 
C. CLAYTON GILL, 1SB No. 4973 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT. ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The un~gned hereby certifies under penalty of Jl<liury under the laws of the State of 
Idaho that on day of July, 2009, the foregoing was caused to be served on the following 
persons in the manner indicated: 
John R. Layman VIA REGULAR MAIL 0 
Layman, Layman & Robinson, PLLP VIA CERTIFIED MAlL 0 
601 South Division Street HAND DELIVERED 0 
Spokane, WA 99202 BY FACSIMILE 624-2902 0 
Attorney for Defendants BRN Development, BRN Invesanents, 
BRN-Lake View Joint Venture, Marshal Chesrown, Lake View 
AG, and Robert Levin, Trustee FOT The Roland M, Casali 
Family Trust, Dated June 5, 2008 and Ryker Young, Trustee of 
the Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
Barry Davidson 
Davidson Backman Medeiros 
601 West Riverside #1550 
Spokane, W A 99201 
Co-Attorney for Defendants BRN Development, BRN 
Investments, BRN·Lake View Joint Venture. Marshal 
Chesrown, Lake View AG, and Robert Levin, Trustee For The 
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 0 
VlA REGULAR MAll.. 
VIA CERTIFIED MAlL 
HAND DELIVERED 
BYFACSIMlLE 623-1660 
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
o 
o 
B 
o 
13 Roland M. Casati Family Trust, Dated June 5, 2008 and Ryker 
Young, Trustee of the Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
14 Charles B. Lempesis 
15 Attorney at Law 201 W. Seventh Avenue 
16 
Post Falls, ID 83854 
17 
Attorney for Defendant Thorco 
18 
Richard Stacey 
Meuleman Mollerup, LLC 
775 West Front Street #200 
19 Boise,lO 83702 
20 Attorney for Defendant The Turf Corporation 
21 Edward Anson 
Witherspoon, Kelley, Davenport & TooJe, P.S. 
22 601 Northwest Blvd. #300 
Coeur d'Alene, 10 83814 
23 
Attorney for Defendant Wadsworth Golf Construction 
24 Company of the Southwest 
25 
26 
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HAND DELIVERED 
BY FACSIMILE (208) 773·1044 
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
VIA REGULAR MAll.. 
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 
HAND DELlvERED 
BY FACSIMILE (208) 336·9712 
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
VIA REGULAR MAlL 
VIA CERTIFIED MAlL 
HAND DELIVERED 
BY FACSIMILE (208) 667-8470 
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Richard Campbell 
Campbell,13issell &. Kirby, PLLC 
7 South Howard Street #416 
Spokane, WA 99201 
Attorney for Defendant Polin & Young Construction 
William D. Hyslop 
Lukins & Annis, P.S. 
1600 Washington Trust Financial Center 
717 W. Sprague Ave. 
Spokane, WA 99201-0466 
7 Attorney for Defendant Taylor Engineering 
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22 
23 
24 
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Christopher Gabbert 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur D'Alene,lD 83816-1336 
Attorney for Defendant Precision hTigation 
159133 
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BY FACSIMILE 455-7111 
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
VIA REGULAR MAIL 
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 
HAND DELIVERED 
BY FACSIMILE 747-2323 
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
VIA REGULAR MAlL 
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 
HAND DELIVERED 
BY F ACSIMlLE (208) 664-5884 
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
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WILLIAM D. HYSLOP 
ISB# 7141 
LUKINS & ANNIS. P.S. 
1600 Washington Trust Financial Center 
717 W Sorague Ave 
Sookane. W A 99201-0466 
Teleohone: (509) 455-9555 
Facsimile: (509) 747-2323 
Attornevs for Defendant Tavlor Engineering. Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana banking 
corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, BRN INVESTMENTS, LLD, an 
Idaho limited liability company, LAKE VIEW 
AG, a Liechtenstein company, BRN-LAKE 
VIEW JOINT VENTURE, an Idaho general 
partnership, ROBERT LEVIN, Trustee for the 
ROLAND M. CASATI FAMILY TRUST, 
dated June 5, 2008, RYKER YOUNG, Trustee 
for the RYKER YOUNG REVOCABLE 
TRUST, MARSHALL CHESROWN, a single 
man, IDAHO ROOFING SPECIALIST, LLC, 
an Idaho limited liability company, THORCO, 
INC., a Idaho corporation, CONSOLIDATED 
SUPPLY COMPANY, an Oregon corporation, 
INTERSTATE CONCRETE & ASPHALT 
COMP ANY, an Idaho corporation, 
CONCRETE FINISHING, INC., an Arizona 
corporation, THE TURF CORPORATION, an 
Idaho corporation, WADSWORTH GOLF 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY OF THE 
SOUTHWEST. a Delaware corooration. 
NO. CV 09-2619 
DEFENDANT TAYLOR ENGINEERING, 
INC.'S AMENDED ANSWER, 
COUNTERCLAIM, CROSS-CLAIM, 
AND THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 
DEFENDANT TAYLOR ENGINEERING, INC.'S 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSS-
CLAIM. AND THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 1 
471 I . 
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POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, INC., 
an Idaho corporation, TAYLOR 
ENGINEERING, INC., a Washington 
corporation, PRECISION IRRIGATION, INC., 
an Arizona corporation, and SPOKANE 
WILBERT VAULT CO., a Washington 
corporation d/b/a WILBERT PRECAST, 
Defendants. 
And 
TAYLOR ENGINEERING, INC., a 
Washington corporation, 
Third-Party Plaintiff, 
v. 
ACI NORTHWEST, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; STRATA, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; and SUNDANCE 
INVESTMENTS, LLP, an Idaho limited 
liability limited partnership, 
Third':'Party Defendants 
Comes now Defendant Taylor Engineering, Inc. ("Taylor"), a Washington Corporation, 
by and through its counsel, Lukins & Annis P.S., and by way of answer, counterclaim, cross 
claim and third-party complaint hereby states as follows: 
Answer to Plaintiff American Bank's First Amended Complaint 
I. Parties 
1.1 Taylor admits that American Bank is a Montana banking corporation, but has 
insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of 
the remainder of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.1 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
DEFENDANT TAYLOR ENGINEERING, INC. 'S 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSS-
CLAIM. AND THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 2 
4 ~' ') , .. 
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1.2 Taylor admits that BRN Development, Inc. is an Idaho corporation, but has insufficient 
information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of the remainder 
of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.2 of Plaintiff s First Amended Complaint and 
therefore denies the same. 
1.3 Taylor admits that BRN Investments, LLC. is an Idaho limited liability company, but 
has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity 
of the remainder of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.3 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
1.4 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.4 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
1.5 Taylor admits that BRN- Lake View Joint Venture is an Idaho general partnership, but 
has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity 
of the remainder of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.5 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
1.6 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.6 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
1.7 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.7 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
1.8 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.8 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
1.9 Taylor admits that Idaho Roofing Specialists, LLC, is an Idaho limited liability 
company, but has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
DEFENDANT TAYLOR ENGINEERING, INC. 'S 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSS-
CLAIM, AND THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 3 4·· .. ~ 
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truth or validity of the remainder of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.9 of Plaintiffs First 
Amended Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
1.10 Taylor admits that Thorco, Inc. is an Idaho corporation, but has insufficient information 
upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of the remainder of the 
allegations set forth in paragraph 1.10 of Plaintiff s First Amended Complaint and therefore 
denies the sarne. 
1.11 Taylor admits that Consolidated Supply Company is an Oregon corporation, but has 
insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of 
the remainder of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.11 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
1.12 Taylor admits that Interstate Concrete & Asphalt Supply Company is an Idaho 
corporation, but has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the remainder of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.12 of Plaintiff s 
First Amended Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
1.13 Taylor admits that Concrete Finishing, Inc. is an Arizona corporation, but has 
insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of 
the remainder of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.13 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
1.14 Taylor admits that The Turf Corporation is an Idaho corporation, but has insufficient 
information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of the remainder 
of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.14 of Plaintiff S First Amended Complaint and 
therefore denies the same. 
1.15 Taylor admits that Wadsworth Golf Construction Company of the Southwest is a 
Delaware corporation, but has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief 
as to the truth or validity of the remainder of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.15 of 
Plaintiff s First Amended Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
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1.16 Taylor admits that Polin & Young Construction, Inc. is an Idaho corporation, but has 
insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of 
the remainder of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.16 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
1.17 Taylor admits the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.17 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint. 
1.18 Taylor admits that Precision Irrigation, Inc. is an Arizona corporation, but has 
insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of 
the remainder of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.18 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
1.19 Taylor admits that Spokane Wilbert Vault, Co. is a Washington corporation, but has 
insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of 
the remainder of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1.18 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
II. Jurisdiction and Venue 
2.1 Taylor admits the allegations set forth in paragraph 2.1 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint. 
2.2 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 2.2 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
III. Facts 
3.1 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.1 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
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3.2 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.2 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.3 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.3 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint, and therefore denies the same. 
3.4 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.4 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.5 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.5 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.6 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.6 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.7 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.7 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.8 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.8 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.9 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.9 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.10 Taylor denies the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.10 of Plaintiff's First Amended 
Complaint. 
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3.11 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.11 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.12 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.12 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.13 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.13 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.14 Tay lor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.14 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.15 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.15 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.16 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.16 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.17 Tay lor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.17 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.18 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.18 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
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3.19 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.19 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.20 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.20 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.21 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.21 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.22 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.22 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.23 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.23 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.24 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.24 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.25 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.25 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.26 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.26 of Plaintiff's First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
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3.27 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.27 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.28 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.28 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.29 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.29 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.30 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.30 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.31 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.31 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.32 Taylor admits the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.32 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint. 
3.33 Taylor admits the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.33 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint. 
3.34 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.34 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.35 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.35 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
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3.36 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.36 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.37 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.37 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.38 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.38 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.39 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.39 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.40 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.40 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.41 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.41 of Plaintiff s First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
3.42 Taylor has insufficient information upon which to form an opinion or belief as to the 
truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3.42 of Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
IV. American Bank's Prayer for Relief 
4.1 Consistent with its prior responses, Taylor has insufficient information upon which to 
form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 1 of 
Plaintiff s First Amended Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
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4.2 Consistent with its prior responses, Taylor has insufficient information upon which to 
form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 2 of 
Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
4.3 Consistent with its prior responses, Taylor has insufficient information upon which to 
form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 3 of 
Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
4.4 Consistent with its prior responses, Taylor has insufficient information upon which to 
form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 4 of 
Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
4.5 Consistent with its prior responses, Taylor has insufficient information upon which to 
form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 5 of 
Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
4.6 Consistent with its prior responses, Taylor has insufficient information upon which to 
form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 6 of 
Plaintiff s First Amended Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
4.7 Consistent with its prior responses, Taylor has insufficient information upon which to 
form an opinion or belief as to the truth or validity of the allegations set forth in paragraph 7 of 
Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint and therefore denies the same. 
V. Affirmative Defenses 
5.1 Investigation and discovery have been commenced or will be commenced shortly. 
Taylor reserves the right to amend the foregoing Answer and to assert Affirmative Defenses as 
may be reasonable and necessary before trial. 
5.2 Plaintiffs claims and relief sought would constitute unjust enrichment to the detriment 
of Taylor Engineering, Inc. 
5.3 Plaintiffs claims are barred by the equitable doctrines of waiver, laches and/or estoppel, 
and by the doctrine of unclean hands. 
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5.4 Plaintiff has failed to mitigate its damages. 
5.6 Taylor's Claim of Lien and Amended Claim of Lien are prior in right, title, and interest 
to all or some portion of the interest asserted by some or all of the other parties to this action. 
Counterclaim and Cross-Claim 
I. Parties 
1.1 Taylor is a Washington corporation conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. At 
all times material hereto, Taylor was and is authorized and licensed to conduct business in 
Idaho. 
1.2 Plaintiff American Bank is believed to be a Montana Banking corporation conducting 
business in Kootenai County, Idaho. American Bank is believed to claim an interest a portion 
of the real property that is the subject of this action. 
1.3 Defendant BRN Development, Inc. is believed to be an Idaho corporation conducting 
business in Kootenai County, Idaho. BRN Development is believed to claim an interest a 
portion of the real property that is the subject of this action. 
1.4 Defendant BRN Investments, LLC is believed to be an Idaho limited liability company 
conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. BRN Investments is believed to claim an 
interest in a portion of the real property that is the subject ofthis action. 
1.5 Defendant Lake View AG is believed to be a Liechtenstein company conducting 
business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Lake View AG is believed to claim an interest in a 
portion of the real property that is the subject of this action. 
1.6 Defendant BRN-Lake View Joint Venture is believed to be an Idaho general partnership 
conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. BRN-Lake View is believed to claim an 
interest in a portion of the real property that is the subject of this action. 
1.7 Upon information and belief, Defendant Robert Levin, is an Illinois resident and 
Trustee for the Roland M. Casati Family Trust conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. 
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Robert Levin, acting his capacity as Trustee, is believed to claim an interest in a portion of the 
real property that is the subject of this action. 
1.8 Upon information and belief, Defendant Ryker Young, is an Oklahoma resident and 
Trustee for the Ryker Young Revocable Trust conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. 
Ryker Young, acting his capacity as Trustee, is believed to claim an interest in a portion of the 
real property that is the subject of this action. 
1.9 Defendant Marshall Chesrown is believed to be a single man and resident of Kootenai 
County, Idaho. Chesrown is believed to claim an interest in a portion of the real property that 
is the subject of this action. 
1.10 Defendant Idaho Roofing Specialists, LLC is believed to be an Idaho limited liability 
company conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Idaho Roofing Specialists is 
believed to claim an interest in a portion of the real property that is the subject ofthis action. 
1.11 Defendant Thorco, Inc. is believed to be an Idaho corporation conducting business in 
Kootenai County, Idaho. Thorco is believed to claim an interest in a portion of the real 
property that is the subject of this action. 
1.12 Defendant Consolidated Supply Company is believed to be an Oregon corporation 
authorized to conduct business in Idaho and conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. 
Consolidated Supply is believed to claim an interest in a portion of the real property that is the 
subject of this action. 
1.13 Defendant Interstate Concrete & Asphalt Company is believed to be an Idaho 
corporation conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Interstate Concrete & Asphalt is 
believed to claim an interest in a portion of the real property that is the subject of this action. 
1.14 Defendant Concrete Finishing, Inc. is believed to be an Arizona corporation authorized 
to conduct business in Idaho and conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Concrete 
Finishing is believed to claim an interest in a portion of the real property that is the subject of 
this action. 
DEFENDANT TAYLOR ENGINEERING, INC.'S 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSS-
CLAIM. AND THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 13 
483 
K:\nTAYLOR027368\OOOOI\PLDG\AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSS CLAIM, 3RD PARTY COMPLAINT-072009-BMG-
BMG.DOCX 7120/09 
1.15 Defendant The Turf Corporation is believed to be an Idaho corporation conducting 
business in Kootenai County, Idaho. The Turf Corporation is believed to claim an interest in a 
portion of the real property that is the subject ofthis action. 
1.16 Defendant Wadsworth Golf Construction Company of the Southwest is believed to be a 
Delaware corporation authorized to conduct business in Idaho and conducting business in 
Kootenai County, Idaho. Wadsworth Golf Construction is believed to claim an interest in a 
portion of the real property that is the subject of this action. 
1.17 Defendant Polin & Young Construction, Inc. is believed to be an Idaho corporation 
conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Polin & Young is believed to claim an interest 
in a portion of the real property that is the subject of this action. 
1.18 Defendant Precision Irrigation, Inc. is believed to be an Arizona corporation authorized 
to conduct business in Idaho and conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Precision 
Irrigation is believed to claim an interest in a portion of the real property that is the subject of 
this action. 
1.19 Defendant Spokane Wilbert Vault Co. is believed to be a Washington corporation 
authorized to conduct business in Idaho and conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. 
Spokane Wilbert Vault is believed to claim an interest in a portion of the real property that is 
the subject of this action. 
II. Factual Background 
2.1 Taylor entered into a contract with BRN Development, Inc., under which Taylor 
provided certain professional services and engineering services for the construction of the 
Black Rock North Project in Kootenai County, Idaho. Taylor commenced the performance of 
its services on or about July 26,2005. 
2.2 Taylor has performed under said contract, Defendant BRN Development has accepted 
and received the benefits of said performance, but has not fully paid for the same. 
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2.3 The Black Rock North Project is located in Kootenai County, Idaho and said real 
property is believed to be legally described in attached Exhibit 1, and is hereinafter referred to 
as the ("BRN Property"): 
2.4 At the time Taylor commenced performing professional services and engineering 
services on the Black Rock North Project, said property was believed to be owned in its 
entirety by BRN Development. 
2.5 Taylor has since learned that on or about October 10,2008, BRN-Lake View Joint 
Venture may have conveyed a portion of the BRN Property to Chesrown ("Chesrown 
Property"). This property may have been conveyed to Chesrown via a warranty deed, a copy of 
which is attached as Exhibit 2. 
2.6 Taylor recorded its Notice of Claim of Lien against the BRN Property, which includes 
the Chesrown property on or about January 26, 2009. A true and correct copy of said Notice of 
Claim of Lien is attached as Exhibit 3. 
2.7 Taylor recorded its Amended Notice of Claim of Lien against the BRN Property, which 
inc1 udes the Chesrown Property, on or about April 10, 2009. A true and correct copy of said 
Amended Notice of Claim of Lien is attached as Exhibit 4. 
2.7 Each of the other parties to this action claims some interest in the BRN Property and/or 
the Chesrown property, and that interest is affected by and may be junior to Taylor'S Claim of 
Lien. 
III. Breach of Contract 
3.1 Taylor hereby realleges the above paragraphs as if fully set forth herein. 
3.2 By failing to pay the balance owed to Taylor for the work performed, BRN 
Development has breached the contract with Taylor. To the extent that Chesrown is 
determined to be a contracting party, Chesrown has breached said contract. 
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3.3 As a direct and proximate result of said breach of contract, there remains due and owing 
to Taylor damages in the sum of$150,938.77 plus interest, which should be awarded in this 
matter. 
IV. Lien Foreclosure 
4.1 Taylor hereby realleges the above paragraphs as if fully set forth herein. 
4.2 Taylor provided its first professional services and engineering services to 
the BRN Property, which includes the Chesrown Property, which is the subject of this action, 
on or about July 26, 2005. 
4.3 Taylor provided its last professional services and engineering services to 
the BRN Property, which includes the Chesrown Property, which is the subject of this action, 
on or about March 12,2009. 
4.4 Taylor recorded its Claim of Lien against the BRN property on or about January 26, 
2009, and recorded the Amended Notice of Claim of Lien against the BRN Property on or 
about April 10, 2009, which was within 90 days of the last providing of its labor, materials, 
and/or equipment to the real property which is the subject ofthis action in compliance with I.C. 
§ 45-507. 
4.5 Taylor provided a copy of its Amended Notice of Claim of Lien to 
Defendants BRN Development and Chesrown within 5 days of the recording of said Claim of 
Lien in compliance with I.C. § 45-507. This action is being commenced within six months of 
the recording of said Claim of Lien in compliance with I.C. § 45-510. 
4.6 Pursuant to I.e. § 45-501 et seq., the Court should establish the priority of and foreclose 
the Taylor Claim of Lien and the Taylor Amended Notice of Claim of Lien against the BRN 
Property, including the Chesrown Property, and in so doing, the Court should determine the 
priority of the interests in said real property held by the remaining parties to this action. 
4.7 Taylor should be awarded the amount of its Amended Notice of Claim of Lien in 
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the sum of $150,938.77, plus its attorney fees, costs and expenses pursuant to I.e. § 45-513, 
I.C. § 12-120, and I.C. § 12-121. 
4.8 The real property should be sold at a Sheriff's Sale. Taylor should be entitled to bid the 
amount of its foreclosed Claim of Lien and/or Amended Notice of Claim of Lien and should be 
paid from the proceeds of said sale. 
V. Unjust Enrichment 
5.1 Taylor hereby realleges the above paragraphs as iffully set forth herein. 
5.2 With Defendants BRN Development and Chesrown's knowledge and at their direction, 
Taylor provided professional services and engineering services to Defendants at the BRN 
Property, including the Chesrown Property, beginning on or about July 26,2005 and continuing 
until March 12,2009. 
5.3 Defendants BRN Development and/or Chesrown have failed to pay Taylor the balance 
owed for the services rendered. 
5.4 Under the circumstances, it is inequitable for said Defendants to retain the benefit of 
Taylor's services without paying the balance owed in the amount of$150,938.77. 
Third-Party Complaint 
I. Parties 
1.1 Taylor hereby real leges the above paragraphs as if fully set forth herein. 
1.2 Third-party Defendant ACI Northwest, Inc. is an Idaho corporation conducting business 
in Kootenai County, Idaho. ACI Northwest is believed to claim an interest in a portion of the 
real property that is the subject of Taylor's Claim of Lien and Amended Claim of Lien and is 
the subject of this action. 
1.3 Third-party Defendant Strata, Inc. is an Idaho corporation conducting business in 
Kootenai County, Idaho. Strata is believed to claim an interest in a portion of the real property 
that is the subject of Taylor's Claim of Lien and Amended Claim of Lien and is the subject of 
this action. 
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1.4 Third-party Defendant Sundance Investments, LLLP is an Idaho limited liability limited 
partnership conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Sundance Investments is believed 
to claim an interest in a portion of the real property that is the subject of Taylor's Claim of Lien 
and Amended Claim of Lien and is the subject of this action. 
II. Causes of Action 
2.1 Taylor hereby realleges the above paragraphs as if fully set forth herein. 
2.2 Taylor hereby asserts, to the fullest extent, all of the claims, counterclaims, and cross 
claims alleged above, as Third-party Claims against Third-party Defendants ACI Northwest, 
Inc., Strata, Inc., and Sundance Investments, LLLP. 
Prayer for Relief 
Wherefore, having answered the Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint, and having set forth the 
foregoing counterclaim, cross-claim, and third-party complaint, Taylor prays that judgment be 
entered as follows: 
1. For judgment against BRN Development, in the sum of$150,938.77; 
2. For judgment against Chesrown to the extent Chesrown is determined to be a 
contracting party and/or to the extent of the Taylor services benefit the Chesrown property; 
3. For prejudgment interest thereon at the highest rate allowed by law pursuant to I.C. § 
28-22-104; 
4. For an award of all attorney fees, costs, and expenses as allowed by I.C. § 45-513, I.C. § 
12-120, and I.C. § 12-121; 
5. For an award of post judgment interest on the total sum thereof at the highest rate 
allowed by law pursuant to I.C. § 28-22-104, from the date of judgment until fully paid; 
6. For foreclosure of Taylor's Claim of Lien and Amended Notice of Claim of Lien 
against the BRN Property, including the Chesrown Property, and a determination of the rights 
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and priorities of the parties to this action in and to the real property subject to Taylor's Claim of 
Lien and Amended Notice of Claim of Lien; and 
7. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable. 
DATED thi~UlY, 2009. 
LUKINS & ANNIS, P.S. 
DEFENDANT TAYLOR ENG1J'..JEERING, INC.'S 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSS-
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Richard L. Stacey, ISB #6800 
MEULEMAN MOLLERUP LLP 
755 W. Front Street, Suite 200 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
(208) 342-6066 Telephone 
(208) 336-9712 Fax 
stacey@lawidaho.com 
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Attorneys for DefendantiCounterclaimantiCross-DefendantiCross-Claimant 
The Turf Corporation 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana banking 
corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; BRN INVESTMENTS, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company; LAKE 
VIEW AG, a Leichtenstein company; BRN-
LAKE VIEW JOINT VENTURE, an Idaho 
general partnership; ROBERT LEVIN, 
Trustee for the ROLAND M. CASATI 
FAMILY TRUST, dated June 5, 2008; 
RYKER YOUNG, Trustee for the RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST; 
MARSHAL CHESROWN, a single man; 
IDAHO ROOFING SPECIALIST, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company; THORCO, 
INC., an Idaho corporation; 
CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY COMPANY, an 
Oregon corporation; INTERSTATE 
CONCRETE & ASPHALT COMPANY, an 
Idaho corporation; CONCRETE FINISHING, 
INC., an Arizona corporation; THE TURF 
CORPORATION, an Idaho corporation; 
WADSWORTH GOLF CONSTRUCTION 
Case No. CV 09-2619 
THE TURF CORPORATION'S REPLY 
TO CROSS-CLAIM OF PRECISION 
IRRIGATION, INC. 
THE TURF CORPORATION'S REPLY TO CROSS-CLAIM OF 
PRECISION IRRIGATION, INC. - Page 1 
o 
:::cJ 
-CJ) 
-z 
» 
r-
COMPANY OF THE SOUTHWEST, a 
Delaware corporation; POLIN & YOUNG 
CONSTRUCTION, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; TAYLOR ENGINEERING, 
INC., a Washington corporation; PRECISION 
IRRIGATION, INC., an Arizona corporation; 
and SPOKANE WILBERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington corporation, d/b/a WILBERT 
PRECAST, 
Defendants. 
AND RELATED COUNTERCLAIMS, 
CROSS-CLAIMS, AND THIRD-PARTY 
COMPLAINTS 
COMES NOW Defendant/Counterclaimant/Cross-DefendantiCross-Claimant The Turf 
Corporation ("Turf Co. "), by and through its attorneys of record, Meuleman Mollerup LLP, and 
for its reply to Defendant/Cross-Claimant Precision Irrigation, Inc.' s ("Precision") Cross-Claim, 
admits, denies, alleges, and answers as follows: 
1. Unless otherwise specifically admitted, Turf Co. denies each and every allegation 
in Precision's Cross-Claim. 
2. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Precision is an Arizona corporation. Otherwise, Turf Co. 
denies the allegations contained in paragraph 1. 
3. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 2 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 2. 
4. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 3 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits only that BRN Development, Inc. is an Idaho corporation located in 
Kootenai County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 3. 
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5. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 4 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 4. 
6. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 5 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 5. 
7. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 6 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 6. 
8. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 7 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 7. 
9. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 8 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 8. 
10. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 9 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Thorco, Inc. is an Idaho corporation located in Kootenai 
County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 9. 
11. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 10 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 10. 
12. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 11 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 11. 
13. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 12 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 12. 
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14. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 13 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Wadsworth Golf Construction Company of the Southwest is a 
Delaware corporation. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 13. 
15. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 14 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Polin & Young Construction, Inc. is an Idaho corporation 
located in Kootenai County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in 
paragraph 14. 
16. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 15 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Taylor Engineering, Inc. is a Washington corporation. 
Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 15. 
17. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 16 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Spokane-Wilbert Vault Company is a Washington corporation 
doing business as Wilbert Precast. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in 
paragraph 16. 
18. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 17 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits only that BRN Development, Inc. is a reputed owner of a golf course 
within the Black Rock Development located in Kootenai County, Idaho. The legal description 
attached to Plaintiffs Complaint speaks for itself. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations 
contained in paragraph 1 7. 
19. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 18 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 18. 
20. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 19 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 19. 
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21. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 20 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. hereby re-alleges and re-avers its responses to each allegation that Precision 
alleged in paragraphs 1 through 19 of Precision's Cross-Claim as if set forth fully therein. 
22. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 21 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 21. 
23. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 22 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 22. 
24. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 23 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 23. 
25. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 24 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 24. 
26. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 25 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 25. 
27. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 26 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 26. 
28. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 27 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. hereby re-alleges and re-avers its responses to each allegation that Precision 
alleged in paragraphs 1 through 26 of Precision's Cross-Claim as if set forth fully therein. 
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29. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 28 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 28. 
30. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 29 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 29. 
31. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 30 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 30. 
32. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 31 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 31. 
33. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 32 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 32. 
34. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 33 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 33. 
35. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 34 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. hereby re-alleges and re-avers its responses to each allegation that Precision 
alleged in paragraphs 1 through 33 of Precision's Cross-Claim as if set forth fully therein. 
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36. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 35 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 35. 
37. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 36 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 36. 
38. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 37 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 37. 
39. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 38 of Precision's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 38. 
40. With regard to Precision's prayer for relief in its Cross-Claim, including 
paragraph I, subparagraphs a-e, and paragraph II, subparagraphs a-c therein, Turf Co. denies the 
allegations of this prayer for relief to the extent a response thereto may be required. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
The following defenses are not stated separately as to each claim for relief or allegation 
of Precision. Nevertheless, the following defenses are applicable, where appropriate, to any and 
all of Precision's claims for relief. Turf Co., in asserting the defenses, does not admit that the 
burden of proving the allegations or denials contained in this Reply is upon Turf Co., but, to the 
contrary, asserts that by the reason of these denials, and by reason of relevant statutory and 
judicial authority, the burden of proving the inverse of the allegations contained in many of the 
defenses is upon Precision. Moreover, Turf Co. does not admit, in asserting any defense, any 
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responsibility or liability, but, to the contrary, specifically deny any and all allegations of 
responsibility and liability in the Cross-Claim. 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Precision's Cross-Claim, and each and every purported cause of action alleged therein 
fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Precision's claims for relief are barred based upon the individual and collective legal 
principles of laches, estoppel, and/or waiver. 
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Turf Co. alleges that Precision is barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Precision's claims are barred in whole or part because it failed to mitigate its damages, if 
any. 
FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Turf Co. has, at all times, acted in good faith with a reasonable basis for its actions. 
SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Precision's claims are barred in whole or part due to its failure to perform condition 
precedents necessary to recover its damage claims, including but not limited to, making proper 
demand and/or making proper service of the required and necessary notices. 
SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Precision's damage claims are too speculative to be recoverable under Idaho law. 
EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
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Precision's claims are barred in whole or part by the statute of limitations, specifically 
including, but not necessarily limited to, Idaho Code Section 45-501, et seq. 
NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Some or all of Precision's claims are barred in whole or part by the Idaho Contractors 
Registration Act. 
TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Precision's injuries, if any, are not actionable because Precision did voluntarily, 
knowingly, and expressly consent to the situation which caused its harm, if any. 
ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Precision acted with full knowledge of all the facts and circumstances surrounding its 
alleged injuries and damages, and thus assumed the risk of injuries and damages, if any there are. 
TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Turf Co. 's interest in the subject property, by virtue of its claim of lien, is prior in right, 
title, and/or interest to any interest claimed by Precision. 
THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Precision has not substantially complied with all statutory requirements governing its 
claim oflien including, but not limited to, Idaho Code Sections 45-501, et seq. 
FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The amount set forth in Precision's alleged Claim of Lien is in excess of the reasonable 
value of the materials or labor purportedly provided. 
FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Some or all of the services alleged to have been provided by Precision are not lienable 
under Idaho law, and Precision's mechanic's lien should be reduced accordingly. 
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RULE 12 STATEMENT 
Turf Co. has considered and believes that it may have additional defenses, but does not 
have enough information at this time to assert additional defenses under Rule 12 of the Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure. Turf Co. does not intend to waive any such defenses and specifically 
asserts its intention to amend this answer if, pending research and after discovery, facts come to 
light giving rise to such additional defenses. 
ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS 
Turf Co. has been required to retain the services of Meuleman Mollerup LLP to defend it 
in this litigation and is entitled recovery of reasonable attorneys' fees and costs pursuant to Idaho 
Code Sections 12-120 and 12-121 and Rule 54 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, and any 
other applicable laws allowing for the recovery of attorneys' fees in this action. 
WHEREFORE Turf Co. prays for a judgment against Precision as follows: 
A. That Precision's Cross-Claim be dismissed with prejudice and that Precision take 
nothing thereby; 
B. For an award of attorneys' fees and costs; and 
C. For other such relief as the court deems just and proper. 
DATED this ~<t~ of July 2009. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the l~day of July 2009, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document was served by the method indicated below to the following parties: 
Nancy L. Isserlis 
Elizabeth A. Tellessen 
WINSTON & CASHATT 
250 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 107 A 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Counsel/or Plaintiff American Bank 
Randall A. Peterman 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
101 S. Capitol Blvd., 10th Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, ID 83701 
Counsel/or Plaintiff American Bank 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
XFacsimile: 208/765-2121 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
..l!(Facsimile: 385-5384 
Edward J. Anson 0 U.S. Mail 
Witherspoon Kelley Davenport & Toole PS 0 Hand Delivered 
608 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 401 0 Overnight Mail 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83814 ~ Facsimile: 208/667-8470 
Counsel/or Wadsworth Golf Construction Company o/the Southwest 
Richard Campbell 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
7 South Howard Street #416 
Spokane, W A 99201 
Counsel/or Polin & Young Construction, Inc. 
Charles B. Lempesis 
201 W. 7th Avenue 
Post Falls, ID 83854 
Counsel/or Thorco, Inc. 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
:J<:' Facsimile: 509/455-7111 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
.:i( Facsimile: 208/773-1044 
Robert 1. Fasnacht 0 U.S. Mail 
850 W. Ironwood Drive, Suite 101 0 Hand Delivered 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 0 Overnight Mail 
.l(' Facsimile: 208/664-4789 
Counsel for Interstate Concrete and Asphalt Company 
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Christopher D. Gabbert 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest Boulevard 
PO Box 1336 
Coeurd'Alene,ID 83816-1336 
Counsel for Precision Irrigation, Inc. 
William D. Hyslop 
Lukins & Annis, P.S. 
1600 Washington Trust Financial Center 
717 W. Sprague Avenue 
Spokane, W A 99201-0466 
Counsel for Taylor Engineering, inc. 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
J!i\ Facsimile: 208/664-5884 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
~ Facsimile: 5091747-2323 
John R. Layman 0 U.S. Mail 
Layman, Layman & Robinson, PLLP 0 Hand Delivered 
601 S. Division Street 0 Overnight Mail 
Spokane, W A 99202 ~ Facsimile: 509/624-2902 
Counsel for BRN Development, Inc., BRN Investments, LLC, 
Lake View AG, Robert Levin and Marshall Chesrown 
Barry Davidson 0 U.S. Mail 
Davidson Backman Medeiros 0 Hand Delivered 
601 W. Riverside # 1550 0 Overnight Mail 
Spokane, W A 99201 Ji( Facsimile: 509/623-1660 
Counsel for BRN Development, Inc., BRN Investments, LLC, 
Lake View AG, Robert Levin and Marshall Chesrown 
David Eash o U.S. Mail 
Ewing & Anderson 0 Hand Delivered 
221 N. Wall Street, Suite 500 0 Overnight Mail 
Spokane, WA 99201 1>( Facsimile: 509/838-4906 
Counsel for Spokane Wilbert Vault Co. d/b/a Wilbert Precast 
-:s:.~ 
Richard L. Stacey 
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Richard L. Stacey, ISB #6800 
MEULEMAN MOLLERUP LLP 
755 W. Front Street, Suite 200 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
(208) 342-6066 Telephone 
(208) 336-9712 Fax 
stacey@lawidaho.com 
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Attorneys for DefendantiCounterc1aimantiCross-DefendantiCross-Claimant 
The Turf Corporation 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana banking 
corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; BRN INVESTMENTS, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company; LAKE 
VIEW AG, a Leichtenstein company; BRN-
LAKE VIEW JOINT VENTURE, an Idaho 
general partnership; ROBERT LEVIN, 
Trustee for the ROLAND M. CASA TI 
F AMIL Y TRUST, dated June 5, 2008; 
RYKER YOUNG, Trustee for the RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST; 
MARSHAL CHESROWN, a single man; 
IDAHO ROOFING SPECIALIST, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company; THORCO, 
INC., an Idaho corporation; 
CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY COMPANY, an 
Oregon corporation; INTERSTATE 
CONCRETE & ASPHALT COMPANY, an 
Idaho corporation; CONCRETE FINISHING, 
INC., an Arizona corporation; THE TURF 
CORPORATION, an Idaho corporation; 
WADSWORTH GOLF CONSTRUCTION 
Case No. CV 09-2619 
THE TURF CORPORATION'S REPLY 
TO CROSS-CLAIM OF WADSWORTH 
GOLF CONSTRUCTION COMPANY OF 
THE SOUTHWEST 
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COMPANY OF THE SOUTHWEST, a 
Delaware corporation; POLIN & YOUNG 
CONSTRUCTION, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; TAYLOR ENGINEERING, 
INC., a Washington corporation; PRECISION 
IRRIGATION, INC., an Arizona corporation; 
and SPOKANE WILBERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington corporation, d/b/a WILBERT 
PRECAST, 
Defendants. 
AND RELATED COUNTERCLAIMS, 
CROSS-CLAIMS, AND THIRD-PARTY 
COMPLAINTS 
COMES NOW DefendantiCounterc1aimantiCross-Defendant/Cross-Claimant The Turf 
Corporation ("Turf Co."), by and through its attorneys of record, Meuleman Mollerup LLP, and 
for its reply to DefendantiCounterc1aimantiCross-Claimant Wadsworth Golf Construction 
Company of the Southwest's ("Wadsworth") Cross-Claim, admits, denies, alleges, and answers 
as follows: 
1. Unless otherwise specifically admitted, Turf Co. denies each and every allegation 
in Wadsworth's Cross-Claim. 
2. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XVII of Wadsworth's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Wadsworth Golf Construction Company of the Southwest is a 
Delaware corporation that has conducted business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf 
Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph XVII. 
3. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XVIII of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits only that BRN Development, Inc. is an Idaho corporation located 
in Kootenai County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 
XVIII. 
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4. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XIX of Wadsworth's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits only that American Bank is a Montana banking corporation located in 
Bozeman, Montana, that has a mortgage upon the real property located in Kootenai County, 
Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph XIX. 
5. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XX of Wadsworth's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Wadsworth was hired to construct a golf course in Kootenai 
County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph Xx. 
6. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXI of Wadsworth's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph XXI. 
7. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXII of Wadsworth's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations 
and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph XXII. 
8. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXIII of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these 
allegations and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph XXIII. 
9. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXIV of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph XXIV. 
10. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXV of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits only that BRN Investments, LLC, is an Idaho limited liability 
company located in Kootenai County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations 
contained in paragraph XXV. 
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11. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXVI of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Idaho Roofing Specialist, LLC, is an Idaho limited 
liability company located in Latah County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations 
contained in paragraph XXVI. 
12. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXVII of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Thorco, Inc. is an Idaho corporation located in Kootenai 
County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph XXVII. 
13. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXVIII of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these 
allegations and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph XXVIII. 
14. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXIX of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these 
allegations and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph XXIX. 
15. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXX of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Consolidated Supply Company is an Oregon corporation 
conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations 
contained in paragraph XXX. 
16. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXXI of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Interstate Concrete & Asphalt Co. is an Idaho 
corporation with its principal place of business in Ada County, Idaho, and conducting business in 
Kootenai County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 
XXXI. 
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17. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXXII of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Concrete Finishing, Inc. is an Arizona corporation 
conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations 
contained in paragraph XXXII. 
18. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXXIII 0 f Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph XXXIII. 
19. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXXIV of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Polin & Young Construction, Inc. is an Idaho corporation 
conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations 
contained in paragraph XXXIV. 
20. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXXV of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Taylor Engineering, Inc. is a Washington corporation 
conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations 
contained in paragraph XXXV. 
21. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXXVI of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Precision Irrigation, Inc. is an Arizona corporation 
conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations 
contained in paragraph XXXVI. 
22. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXXVII of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. admits only that Spokane Wilbert Vault Co. is a Washington corporation 
conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations 
contained in paragraph XXXVII. 
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23. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXXVIII of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these 
allegations and, on that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph XXXVIII. 
24. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XXXIX of Wadsworth's 
Cross-Claim, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph XXXIX. 
25. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XL of Wadsworth's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph XL. 
26. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph XLI of Wadsworth's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph XLI. 
27. With regard to Wadsworth's prayer for relief in its Cross-Claim, including 
paragraphs 1-8 therein, Turf Co. denies the allegations of this prayer for relief to the extent a 
response thereto may be required. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
The following defenses are not stated separately as to each claim for relief or allegation 
of Wadsworth. Nevertheless, the following defenses are applicable, where appropriate, to any 
and all of Wadsworth's claims for relief. Turf Co., in asserting the defenses, does not admit that 
the burden of proving the allegations or denials contained in this Reply is upon Turf Co., but, to 
the contrary, asserts that by the reason of these denials, and by reason of relevant statutory and 
judicial authority, the burden of proving the inverse of the allegations contained in many of the 
defenses is upon Wadsworth. Moreover, Turf Co. does not admit, in asserting any defense, any 
responsibility or liability, but, to the contrary, specifically deny any and all allegations of 
responsibility and liability in the Cross-Claim. 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
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Wadsworth's Cross-Claim, and each and every purported cause of action alleged therein 
fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Wadsworth's claims for relief are barred based upon the individual and collective legal 
principles of laches, estoppel, and/or waiver. 
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Turf Co. alleges that Wadsworth is barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Wadsworth's claims are barred in whole or part because it failed to mitigate its damages, 
if any. 
FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Turf Co. has, at all times, acted in good faith with a reasonable basis for its actions. 
SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Wadsworth's claims are barred in whole or part due to its failure to perform condition 
precedents necessary to recover its damage claims, including but not limited to, making proper 
demand and/or making proper service of the required and necessary notices. 
SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Wadsworth's damage claims are too speculative to be recoverable under Idaho law. 
EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Wadsworth's claims are barred in whole or part by the statute of limitations, specifically 
including, but not necessarily limited to, Idaho Code Section 45-501, et seq. 
NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
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Some or all of Wadsworth's claims are barred in whole or part by the Idaho Contractors 
Registration Act. 
TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Wadsworth's injuries, if any, are not actionable because Wadsworth did voluntarily, 
knowingly, and expressly consent to the situation which caused its harm, if any. 
ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Wadsworth acted with full knowledge of all the facts and circumstances surrounding its 
alleged injuries and damages, and thus assumed the risk of injuries and damages, if any there are. 
TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Turf Co. 's interest in the subject property, by virtue of its claim of lien, is prior in right, 
title, and/or interest to any interest claimed by Wadsworth. 
THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Wadsworth has not substantially complied with all statutory requirements governing its 
claim of lien including, but not limited to, Idaho Code Sections 45-501, et seq. 
FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The amount set forth in Wadsworth's alleged Claim of Lien is in excess ofthe reasonable 
value of the materials or labor purportedly provided. 
FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Some or all of the services alleged to have been provided by Wadsworth are not lienable 
under Idaho law, and Wadsworth's mechanic's lien should be reduced accordingly. 
RULE 12 STATEMENT 
Turf Co. has considered and believes that it may have additional defenses, but does not 
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have enough information at this time to assert additional defenses under Rule 12 of the Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure. Turf Co. does not intend to waive any such defenses and specifically 
asserts its intention to amend this answer if, pending research and after discovery, facts come to 
light giving rise to such additional defenses. 
ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS 
Turf Co. has been required to retain the services of Meuleman Mollerup LLP to defend it 
in this litigation and is entitled recovery of reasonable attorneys' fees and costs pursuant to Idaho 
Code Sections 12-120 and 12-121 and Rule 54 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, and any 
other applicable laws allowing for the recovery of attorneys' fees in this action. 
WHEREFORE Turf Co. prays for a judgment against Wadsworth as follows: 
A. That Wadsworth's Cross-Claim be dismissed with prejudice and that Wadsworth 
take nothing thereby; 
B. For an award of attorneys' fees and costs; and 
C. For other such relief as the court deems just and proper. 
DATED this22.'a~"y of July 2009. 
Ric . tacey 
Attorneys for The Turf Corporation 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the! 7~ day of July 2009, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document was served by the method indicated below to the following parties: 
Nancy L. Isserlis 
Elizabeth A. Tellessen 
WINSTON & CASHATT 
250 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 107 A 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83814 
Counsel for Plaintiff American Bank 
Randall A. Peterman 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
10 1 S. Capitol Blvd., lOth Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, ID 83701 
Counsel for Plaintiff American Bank 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
o(Facsimile: 208/765-2121 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
..:Ii( Facsimile: 385-5384 
Edward J. Anson 0 U.S. Mail 
Witherspoon Kelley Davenport & Toole PS 0 Hand Delivered 
608 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 401 0 Overnight Mail 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83814 ~ Facsimile: 208/667-8470 
Counsel for Wadsworth Golf Construction Company of the Southwest 
Richard Campbell 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
7 South Howard Street #416 
Spokane, WA 99201 
Counsellor Polin & Young Construction, Inc. 
Charles B. Lempesis 
201 W. 7th Avenue 
Post Falls, ID 83854 
Counsel lor Thorco, Inc. 
Robert J. Fasnacht 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
:8( Facsimile: 509/455-7111 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
..:ii( Facsimile: 208/773-1044 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 850 W. Ironwood Drive, Suite 101 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 o Overnight Mail 
~Facsimile: 208/664-4789 
Counsel for Interstate Concrete and Asphalt Company 
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Christopher D. Gabbert 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest Boulevard 
PO Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Counsel for Precision Irrigation, Inc. 
William D. Hyslop 
Lukins & Annis, P.S. 
1600 Washington Trust Financial Center 
717 W. Sprague Avenue 
Spokane, W A 99201-0466 
Counsel for Taylor Engineering, Inc. 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
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o Overnight Mail 
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Richard L. Stacey, ISB #6800 
MEULEMAN MOLLERUP LLP 
755 W. Front Street, Suite 200 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
(208) 342-6066 Telephone 
(208) 336-9712 Fax 
stacey@lawidaho.com 
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'STATE Of'lDA'flb .~ 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAI? SS 
FILED: 
20n9 JUL 30 AM 1/: 25 
Attorneys for DefendantiCounterclaimantiCross-DefendantiCross-Claimant 
The Turf Corporation 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana banking 
corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; BRN INVESTMENTS, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company; LAKE 
VIEW AG, a Leichtenstein company; BRN-
LAKE VIEW JOINT VENTURE, an Idaho 
general partnership; ROBERT LEVIN, 
Trustee for the ROLAND M. CASA TI 
FAMILY TRUST, dated June 5, 2008; 
RYKER YOUNG, Trustee for the RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST; 
MARSHAL CHESROWN, a single man; 
IDAHO ROOFING SPECIALIST, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company; THORCO, 
INC., an Idaho corporation; 
CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY COMPANY, an 
Oregon corporation; INTERSTATE 
CONCRETE & ASPHALT COMPANY, an 
Idaho corporation; CONCRETE FINISHING, 
INC., an Arizona corporation; THE TURF 
CORPORATION, an Idaho corporation; 
WADSWORTH GOLF CONSTRUCTION 
Case No. CV 09-2619 
THE TURF CORPORATION'S REPLY 
TO CROSS-CLAIM OF THORCO, INC. 
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COMPANY OF THE SOUTHWEST, a 
Delaware corporation; POLIN & YOUNG 
CONSTRUCTION, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; TAYLOR ENGINEERING, 
INC., a Washington corporation; PRECISION 
IRRIGATION, INC., an Arizona corporation; 
and SPOKANE WILBERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington corporation, d/b/a WILBERT 
PRECAST, 
Defendants. 
AND RELATED COUNTERCLAIMS, 
CROSS-CLAIMS, AND THIRD-PARTY 
COMPLAINTS 
COMES NOW DefendantiCounterclaimant/Cross-DefendantiCross-Claimant The Turf 
Corporation ("Turf Co."), by and through its attorneys of record, Meuleman Mollerup LLP, and 
for its reply to Defendant/Cross-Claimant Thorco, Inc.' s ("Thorco") Cross-Claim, admits, 
denies, alleges, and answers as follows: 
1. Unless otherwise specifically admitted, Turf Co. denies each and every allegation 
in Thoreo' s Cross-Claim. 
2. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1 of Thorco' s Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1. 
3. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 2 of Thorco's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 2. 
4. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 3 of Thorco's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 3. 
5. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 4 of Thorco's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 4. 
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6. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 5 of Thorco's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 5. 
7. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 6 of Thorco's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 6. 
8. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 7 of Thorco's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 7. 
9. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 8 of Thorco's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 8. 
10. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 9 of Thorco's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 9. 
11. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 10 of Thorco' s Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 10. 
12. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 11 of Thorco's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 11. 
13. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 12 of Thorco' s Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 12. 
14. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 13 of Thorco' s Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 13. 
15. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 14 of Thorco's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 14. 
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16. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 15 of Thorco's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 15. 
17. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 16 of Thorco' s Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 16. 
18. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 17 of Thorco's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 17. 
19. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 18 of Thorco' s Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits only that the parties to this action may claim interests in the Property that is the 
subject of this action, which is the northernmost golf course within the Black Rock North 
Development commonly known as the Tom Weiskopf Golf Course. The legal description 
attached to Plaintiff's Complaint speaks for itself. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations 
contained in paragraph 18. 
20. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 19 of Thorco' s Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 19. 
21. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 21 of Thorco' s Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 21. 
22. With regard to Thorco' s prayer for relief in its Cross-Claim, including paragraphs 
1-3 therein, Turf Co. denies the allegations of this prayer for relief to the extent a response 
thereto may be required. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
The following defenses are not stated separately as to each claim for relief or allegation 
of Thorco. Nevertheless, the following defenses are applicable, where appropriate, to any and all 
of Thorco's claims for relief. Turf Co., in asserting the defenses, does not admit that the burden 
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of proving the allegations or denials contained in this Reply is upon Turf Co., but, to the 
contrary, asserts that by the reason of these denials, and by reason of relevant statutory and 
judicial authority, the burden of proving the inverse of the allegations contained in many of the 
defenses is upon Thorco. Moreover, Turf Co. does not admit, in asserting any defense, any 
responsibility or liability, but, to the contrary, specifically deny any and all allegations of 
responsibility and liability in the Cross-Claim. 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Thorco's Cross-Claim, and each and every purported cause of action alleged therein fails 
to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Thorco's claims for relief are barred based upon the individual and collective legal 
principles oflaches, estoppel, and/or waiver. 
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Turf Co. alleges that Thorco is barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Thorco's claims are barred in whole or part because it failed to mitigate its damages, if 
any. 
FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Turf Co. has, at all times, acted in good faith with a reasonable basis for its actions. 
SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Thorco's claims are barred in whole or part due to its failure to perform condition 
precedents necessary to recover its damage claims, including but not limited to, making proper 
demand and/or making proper service of the required and necessary notices. 
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SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Thorco's damage claims are too speculative to be recoverable under Idaho law. 
EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Thorco's claims are barred in whole or part by the statute of limitations, specifically 
including, but not necessarily limited to, Idaho Code Section 45-501, et seq. 
NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Some or all of Thorco's claims are barred in whole or part by the Idaho Contractors 
Registration Act. 
TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Thorco's injuries, if any, are not actionable because Thorco did voluntarily, knowingly, 
and expressly consent to the situation which caused its harm, if any. 
ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Thorco acted with full knowledge of all the facts and circumstances surrounding its 
alleged injuries and damages, and thus assumed the risk of injuries and damages, if any there are. 
TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Turf Co.'s interest in the subject property, by virtue of its claim of lien, is prior in right, 
title, and/or interest to any interest claimed by Thorco. 
THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Thorco has not substantially complied with all statutory requirements governing its claim 
oflien including, but not limited to, Idaho Code Sections 45-501, et seq. 
FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The amount set forth in Thorco's alleged Claim of Lien is in excess of the reasonable 
value of the materials or labor purportedly provided. 
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FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Some or all of the services alleged to have been provided by Thorco are not lienable 
under Idaho law, and Thorco's mechanic's lien should be reduced accordingly. 
RULE 12 STATEMENT 
Turf Co. has considered and believes that it may have additional defenses, but does not 
have enough information at this time to assert additional defenses under Rule 12 of the Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure. Turf Co. does not intend to waive any such defenses and specifically 
asserts its intention to amend this answer if, pending research and after discovery, facts corne to 
light giving rise to such additional defenses. 
ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS 
Turf Co. has been required to retain the services of Meuleman Mollerup LLP to defend it 
in this litigation and is entitled recovery of reasonable attorneys' fees and costs pursuant to Idaho 
Code Sections 12-120 and 12-121 and Rule 54 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, and any 
other applicable laws allowing for the recovery of attorneys' fees in this action. 
WHEREFORE Turf Co. prays for a judgment against Thorco as follows: 
A. That Thoreo's Cross-Claim be dismissed with prejudice and that Thorco take 
nothing thereby; 
B. F or an award of attorneys' fees and costs; and 
C. For other such relief as the court deems just and proper. 
r 
DATED this 1. 7 day of July 2009. 
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Counsel for Polin & Young Construction, Inc. 
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201 W. i h Avenue 
Post Falls, ID 83854 
Counsel for Thorco, Inc. 
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o Overnight Mail 
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Christopher D. Gabbert 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest Boulevard 
PO Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Counsel for Precision Irrigation, Inc. 
William D. Hyslop 
Lukins & Annis, P.S. 
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"STATE OF !DMiO \ 
COUNTY OF t\OOTENAI( SS 
FILED: 
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Attorneys for Defendant/CounterclaimantiCross-DefendantiCross-Claimant 
The Turf Corporation 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana banking 
corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; BRN INVESTMENTS, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company; LAKE 
VIEW AG, a Leichtenstein company; BRN-
LAKE VIEW JOINT VENTURE, an Idaho 
general partnership; ROBERT LEVIN, 
Trustee for the ROLAND M. CASATI 
F AMIL Y TRUST, dated June 5, 2008; 
RYKER YOUNG, Trustee for the RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST; 
MARSHAL CHESROWN, a single man; 
IDAHO ROOFING SPECIALIST, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company; THORCO, 
INC., an Idaho corporation; 
CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY COMPANY, an 
Oregon corporation; INTERSTATE 
CONCRETE & ASPHALT COMPANY, an 
Idaho corporation; CONCRETE FINISHING, 
INC., an Arizona corporation; THE TURF 
CORPORATION, an Idaho corporation; 
WADSWORTH GOLF CONSTRUCTION 
Case No. CV 09-2619 
THE TURF CORPORATION'S REPLY 
TO CROSS-CLAIM OF TAYLOR 
ENGINEERING, INC. 
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COMPANY OF THE SOUTHWEST, a 
Delaware corporation; POLIN & YOUNG 
CONSTRUCTION, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; TAYLOR ENGINEERING, 
INC., a Washington corporation; PRECISION 
IRRIGATION, INC., an Arizona corporation; 
and SPOKANE WILBERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington corporation, d/b/a WILBERT 
PRECAST, 
Defendants. 
AND RELATED COUNTERCLAIMS, 
CROSS-CLAIMS, AND THIRD-PARTY 
COMPLAINTS 
COMES NOW DefendantiCounterc1aimantiCross-DefendantiCross-Claimant The Turf 
Corporation ("Turf Co."), by and through its attorneys of record, Meuleman Mollerup LLP, and 
for its reply to DefendantiCross-Claimant Taylor Engineering, Inc.'s ("Taylor") Cross-Claim, 
admits, denies, alleges, and answers as follows: 
1. Unless otherwise specifically admitted, Turf Co. denies each and every allegation 
in Taylor's Cross-Claim. 
2. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.1 of Taylor'S Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.1. 
3. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.2 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.2. 
4. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.3 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.3. 
5. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.4 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.4. 
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6. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.5 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 1.5. 
7. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.6 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 1.6. 
8. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.7 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 1.7. 
9. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.8 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 1.8. 
10. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.9 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 1.9. 
11. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.10 of Taylor's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.10. 
12. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.11 of Taylor's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.11. 
13. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.12 of Taylor's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.12. 
14. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.13 of Taylor's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.13. 
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15. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.14 of Taylor's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.14. 
16. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.15 of Taylor's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.15. 
17. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.16 of Taylor's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.16. 
18. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.17 of Taylor's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.17. 
19. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.18 of Taylor's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.18. 
20. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 1.19 of Taylor's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1.19. 
21. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 2.1 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 2.1. 
22. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 2.2 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 2.2. 
23. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 2.3 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits Black Rock North Golf Course is located in Kootenai County, Idaho. 
Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 2.3. The legal description 
attached to the Cross-Claim speaks for itself. 
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24. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 2.4 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 2.4. 
25. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 2.5 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 2.5. 
26. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 2.6 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 2.6. 
27. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 2.7 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 2.7. 
28. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 2.7 [sic] of Taylor's Cross-
Claim, Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 2.7 [sic]. 
29. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 3.1 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. hereby re-alleges and re-avers its responses to each allegation that Taylor alleged in 
paragraphs 1.1 through 1.19 and paragraphs 2.1 through 2.7 [ sic] of Taylor's Cross-Claim as if 
set forth fully therein. 
30. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 3.2 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 3.2. 
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31. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 3.3 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 3.3. 
32. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 4.1 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. hereby re-alleges and re-avers its responses to each allegation that Taylor alleged in 
paragraphs 1.1 through 1.19, paragraphs 2.1 through 2.7 [sic], and paragraphs 3.1 through 3.3 of 
Taylor's Cross-Claim as if set forth fully therein. 
33. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 4.2 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 4.2. 
34. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 4.3 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 4.3. 
35. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 4.4 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 4.4. 
36. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 4.5 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 4.5. 
37. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 4.6 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits that the Court should determine the priority of the interests any party claims in 
the real property that is the subject of this dispute. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the allegations 
contained in paragraph 4.6. 
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38. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 4.7 of Taylor'S Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. denies the allegations contained in paragraph 4.7. 
39. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 4.8 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. admits the property should be sold at a Sheriffs Sale. Otherwise, Turf Co. denies the 
allegations contained in paragraph 4.8. 
40. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 5.1 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. hereby re-alleges and re-avers its responses to each allegation that Taylor alleged in 
paragraphs 1.1 through 1.19, paragraphs 2.1 through 2.7 [sic], paragraphs 3.1 through 3.3, and 
paragraphs 4.1 through 4.8 of Taylor's Cross-Claim as if set forth fully therein. 
41. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 5.2 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 5.2. 
42. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 5.3 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 5.3. 
43. In response to the allegations contained in paragraph 5.4 of Taylor's Cross-Claim, 
Turf Co. is without information or beliefs sufficient to admit or deny these allegations and, on 
that basis, denies the allegations contained in paragraph 5.4. 
44. With regard to Taylor's prayer for relief in its Cross-Claim, including paragraphs 
1-6 [ sic] therein, Turf Co. denies the allegations of this prayer for relief to the extent a response 
thereto may be required. 
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AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
The following defenses are not stated separately as to each claim for relief or allegation 
of Taylor. Nevertheless, the following defenses are applicable, where appropriate, to any and all 
of Taylor's claims for relief. Turf Co., in asserting the defenses, does not admit that the burden 
of proving the allegations or denials contained in this Reply is upon Turf Co., but, to the 
contrary, asserts that by the reason of these denials, and by reason of relevant statutory and 
judicial authority, the burden of proving the inverse of the allegations contained in many of the 
defenses is upon Taylor. Moreover, Turf Co. does not admit, in asserting any defense, any 
responsibility or liability, but, to the contrary, specifically deny any and all allegations of 
responsibility and liability in the Cross-Claim. 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Taylor's Cross-Claim, and each and every purported cause of action alleged therein fails 
to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Taylor's claims for relief are barred based upon the individual and collective legal 
principles of laches, estoppel, and/or waiver. 
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Turf Co. alleges that Taylor is barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Taylor's claims are barred in whole or part because it failed to mitigate its damages, if 
any. 
FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Turf Co. has, at all times, acted in good faith with a reasonable basis for its actions. 
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SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Taylor's claims are barred in whole or part due to its failure to perform condition 
precedents necessary to recover its damage claims, including but not limited to, making proper 
demand and/or making proper service of the required and necessary notices. 
SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Taylor's damage claims are too speculative to be recoverable under Idaho law. 
EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Taylor's claims are barred in whole or part by the statute of limitations, specifically 
including, but not necessarily limited to, Idaho Code Section 45-501, et seq. 
NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Some or all of Taylor's claims are barred in whole or part by the Idaho Contractors 
Registration Act. 
TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Taylor's injuries, if any, are not actionable because Taylor did voluntarily, knowingly, 
and expressly consent to the situation which caused its harm, if any. 
ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Taylor acted with full knowledge of all the facts and circumstances surrounding its 
alleged injuries and damages, and thus assumed the risk of injuries and damages, if any there are. 
TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Turf Co.'s interest in the subject property, by virtue of its claim oflien, is prior in right, 
title, and/or interest to any interest claimed by Taylor. 
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THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Taylor has not substantially complied with all statutory requirements governing its claim 
oflien including, but not limited to, Idaho Code Sections 45-501, et seq. 
FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The amount set forth in Taylor's alleged Claim of Lien is in excess of the reasonable 
value of the materials or labor purportedly provided. 
FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Some or all of the services alleged to have been provided by Taylor are not lienable under 
Idaho law, and Taylor's mechanic's lien should be reduced accordingly. 
RULE 12 STATEMENT 
Turf Co. has considered and believes that it may have additional defenses, but does not 
have enough information at this time to assert additional defenses under Rule 12 of the Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure. Turf Co. does not intend to waive any such defenses and specifically 
asserts its intention to amend this answer if, pending research and after discovery, facts come to 
light giving rise to such additional defenses. 
ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS 
Turf Co. has been required to retain the services of Meuleman Mollerup LLP to defend it 
in this litigation and is entitled recovery of reasonable attorneys' fees and costs pursuant to Idaho 
Code Sections 12-120 and 12-121 and Rule 54 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, and any 
other applicable laws allowing for the recovery of attorneys' fees in this action. 
WHEREFORE Turf Co. prays for ajudgment against Taylor as follows: 
A. That Taylor's Cross-Claim be dismissed with prejudice and that Taylor take 
nothing thereby; 
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B. For an award ofattomeys' fees and costs; and 
C. For other such relief as the court deems just and proper. 
DATED this'£, ~y of July 2009. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the Z7.,..~ day of July 2009, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document was served by the method indicated below to the following parties: 
Nancy L. Isserlis 
Elizabeth A. T ellessen 
WINSTON & CASHATT 
250 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 107 A 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83814 
Counsel Jor Plaintiff American Bank 
Randall A. Peterman 
MOFF ATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
101 S. Capitol Blvd., 10th Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, ID 83701 
Counsel Jor Plaintiff American Bank 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
Cl(Facsimile: 208/765-2121 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
1!( Facsimile: 385-5384 
Edward J. Anson 0 U.S. Mail 
Witherspoon Kelley Davenport & Toole PS 0 Hand Delivered 
608 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 401 0 Overnight Mail 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 '8" Facsimile: 208/667-8470 
CounselJor Wadsworth Golf Construction Company oJthe Southwest 
Richard Campbell 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
7 South Howard Street #416 
Spokane, W A 99201 
CounselJor Polin & Young Construction, Inc. 
Charles B. Lempesis 
201 W. t h Avenue 
Post Falls, ID 83854 
Counsel Jor Thorco, Inc. 
Robert J. Fasnacht 
850 W. Ironwood Drive, Suite 101 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
;$ Facsimile: 509/455-7111 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
.l8(Facsimile: 208/773-1044 
o U.S. Mail 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
;Ii( Facsimile: 208/664-4789 
Counsel Jor Interstate Concrete and Asphalt Company 
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o U.S. Mail Christopher D. Gabbert 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest Boulevard 
PO Box 1336 
o Hand Delivered 
o Overnight Mail 
~ Facsimile: 208/664-5884 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Counsel for Precision Irrigation, Inc. 
o U.S. Mail William D. Hyslop 
Lukins & Annis, P.S. o Hand Delivered 
1600 Washington Trust Financial Center 
717 W. Sprague Avenue 
o Overnight Mail 
-j(( Facsimile: 5091747-2323 
Spokane, W A 99201-0466 
Counsel for Taylor Engineering, Inc. 
John R. Layman 0 U.S. Mail 
Layman, Layman & Robinson, PLLP 0 Hand Delivered 
601 S. Division Street 0 Overnight Mail 
Spokane, W A 99202 ~ Facsimile: 509/624-2902 
Counsel for BRN Development, Inc .. BRN Investments, LLC, 
Lake View AG, Robert Levin and Marshall Chesrown 
Barry Davidson 0 U.S. Mail 
Davidson Backman Medeiros 0 Hand Delivered 
601 W. Riverside # 1550 0 Overnight Mail 
Spokane, WA 99201 ~ Facsimile: 509/623-1660 
Counsel for BRN Development, Inc., BRN Investments, LLC, 
Lake View AG, Robert Levin and Marshall Chesrown 
David Eash o U.S. Mail 
Ewing & Anderson 0 Hand Delivered 
221 N. Wall Street, Suite 500 0 Overnight Mail 
Spokane, WA 99201 '::g( Facsimile: 509/838-4906 
Counselfor Spokane Wilbert Vault Co. d/b/a Wilbert Precast 
Fo~ 
Richard L. Stacey 
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RICHARD D. CAMPBELL 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY, PLLC 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
Spokane, VVA 99201 
ISB No. 5177 
Telephone: (509) 455-7100 
Fax: (509)455-7111 
STA;EOfIUAHG >SS 
COUHTY OF ;'\OOTENAII 
FILED: 
70rn ~.UG 28 PH 2: 47 
Attorneys for Defendant Polin & Young Construction, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana banking ) 
corporation, ) 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; BRN INVESTMENTS, 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability company; 
LAKE VIEW AG, a Liechtenstein 
company; BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT 
VENTURE, an Idaho general 
partnership; ROBERT LEVIN, Trustee 
for the ROLAND M. CASA TI FAMILY 
TRUST, dated June 5, 2008; TYKER 
YOUNG, Trustee for the RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST; 
MARSHALL CHESROWN, a single 
man; IDAHO ROOFING SPECIALIST, 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability company; 
THORCO, INC., an Idaho corporation; 
CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY 
COMP ANY, an Oregon corporation; 
INTERSTATE CONCRETE & 
ASPHALT COMPANY, an Idaho 
corporation; CONCRETE FINISHING, 
INC., an Arizona corporation; THE 
TURF CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; VV ADSWORTH GOLF 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, INC. 'S 
NO. CV 09-2619 
POLIN & YOUNG 
CONSTRUCTION, INC.'S SECOND 
AMENDED ANSWER AND 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT, 
COUNTERCLAIM AND CROSS-
CLAIMS 
SECOND AMENDED ANSWER AND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT, COUNTERCLAIM 
AND THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT - 1 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY OF THE ) 
SOUTHWEST, a Delaware corporation; 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, 
INC., an Idaho corporation; TAYLOR 
ENGINEERING, INC., a Washington 
corporation; PRECISION IRRIGATION, 
INC., an Arizona corporation; and 
SPOKANE WILBERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington corporation, d/bla 
WILBERT PRECAST, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendant Polin & Young Construction, Inc., ("PYCI") by and through its attorneys 
of record Richard D. Campbell and Campbell, Bissell & Kirby PLLC, Answers as follows: 
1. PARTIES 
Paragraphs 1.1 - 1.14 are denied for lack of knowledge. 
Paragraph 1.15 is admitted. 
Paragraphs 1.16 - 1.19 are denied for lack of knowledge. 
2. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
Paragraph 2.1 is admitted. 
Paragraph 2.2 is denied, leaving Plaintiff to its proof at trial. 
3. FACTS 
Paragraphs 3.1 - 3.29 are denied for lack of knowledge. 
Paragraphs 3.30 - 3.31 are admitted. 
Paragraphs 3.32 - 3.42 are denied for lack of knowledge. 
1IIII 
1II1I 
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AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
1. Failure to state a claim. 
2. Unjust enrichment to the detriment of Polin & Young Construction, Inc. 
3. Polin & Young Construction, Inc.'s lien is prior in right, title, and interest 
to all or some portion of the interest asserted by Plaintiff and/or other defendants. 
4. Failure to mitigate damages. 
5. Plaintiff was a volunteer in that it was not obligated to loan money. 
6. Waiver. 
7. Estoppel. 
8. Public policy favors payment of Polin & Young Construction, Inc.'s lien 
claim over plaintiffs interest in the property. 
COUNTERCLAIM and CROSS-CLAIMS 
Polin & Young Construction, Inc. ("PYCI"), by and through its attorneys of 
record, Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC, allege as follows: 
1. At all times material herein, PYCI was an Idaho corporation with its 
principal place of business in Coeur d' Alene, Idaho, and was fully licensed, insured and 
Board authorized to do business in Idaho. PYCI has done all things required of it to 
maintain this lawsuit. 
2. At all times material herein, BRN Development, Inc, ("BRN") was the 
owner of real property and a construction project ("the Project") in Coeur d' Alene, Idaho, 
commonly known as the Kootenai Cabin and Pool House Project, located in Coeur 
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d'Alene. The parcel numbers to which PYCI's lien attaches are namely parcel numbers 
48N04W043150, 48N04W043200, 48N04W043000, 48N04W042950, 48N04W045000, 
071910010020, 49N04W336400, 49N04W336450, 49N04W336500, 48N04W080300, 
and 48N04W080100. 
3. American Bank, is a Montana corporation ("American Bank") which, 
upon information and belief, has an interest in the subject property pursuant to a Deed of 
Trust recorded February 6, 2007 under Instrument No. 2081643000. 
4. BRN Investments, LLC, ("BRN Investments") is an Idaho limited liability 
company which, upon information and belief, has an interest in the subject property 
pursuant to a Deed of Trust recorded January 19, 2007 under Instrument No. 
2078648000. 
5. THORCO, Inc., is an Idaho corporation ("Thorco") which, upon 
information and belief, recorded a mechanics lien on the subject property on November 
6, 2008, under Instrument No. 2184889000. 
6. E. Ryker Young is believed to be the trustee for the E. Ryker Young 
Revocable Trust which, upon information and belief, has an interest in the subject 
property pursuant to a Mortgage recorded on November 7, 2008 under Instrument No. 
2185210000. 
7. Robert M. Levin is believed to the trustee for The Roland E. Casati Family 
Trust which, upon information and belief, has an interest in the subject property pursuant 
to a Mortgage recorded on November 7,2008 under Instrument No. 2185210000. 
8. The Lake View AG, a Liechtenstein Company is believed to have an 
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interest in the subject property pursuant to a Mortgage recorded on November 7, 2008 
under Instrument No. 2185211000. 
9. Interstate Concrete and Asphalt Company ("Interstate") is an Idaho 
Corporation which, upon information and belief, recorded a mechanics lien on the subject 
property on December 9,2008 under Instrument No. 2188662000. 
10. Concrete Finishing, Inc., an Arizona corporation which, upon infonnation 
and belief, recorded a mechanics lien on the subject property on December 9,2008 under 
Instrument No. 2188664000. 
11. Turf Corporation ("Turf') is an Idaho corporation which, upon 
information and belief, recorded mechanics liens on the subject property on December 
24,2008 under Instrument Nos. 2190165000 and 2190166000. 
12. Wadsworth Golf Construction Company of the Southwest ("Wadsworth") 
is a Delaware corporation which, upon infonnation and belief, recorded a mechanics lien 
on the subject property on January 6, 2009 under Instrument No. 2191381000. 
13. Taylor Engineering, Inc. ("Taylor") is a Washington corporation which, 
upon infonnation and belief, recorded a mechanics lien on the subject property on 
January 26,2009 under Instrument No. 2193959000. 
14. Precision Irrigation, Inc. ("Precision") is an Arizona corporation which, 
upon infonnation and belief, recorded a mechanics lien on the subject property on 
January 27,2009 under Instrument No. 2194073000. 
15. Spokane Wilbert Vault Co., d/b/a Wilbert Precast ("Wilbert") is a 
Washington corporation which, upon infonnation and belief, recorded a mechanics lien 
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on the subject property on February 18, 2009 under Instrument No. 2197025000. 
16. This matter involves the foreclosure of a mechanic's lien placed by 
Plaintiff against property located in Kootenai County, Idaho. Jurisdiction and venue are, 
therefore, appropriate in Kootenai County. 
17. On or about May 10,2007, PYCI entered into a contract with BRN for the 
construction ofthe Project. 
18. PYCI performed all of its express and implied contractual obligations 
required under its contract with BRN, and last performed substantial work on the Project 
on or about November 20, 2008. 
19. PYCI is still owed the principle sums of $185,976.70 for its work on the 
Kootenai Cabins and $54,142.65 for its work on the Pool House. Despite repeated 
demands BRN has refused to pay said amounts. 
20. BRN has never disputed that it owes the claimed amounts, and has 
repeatedly promised to pay those amounts. To date $240,119.35, plus accruing interest, 
attorney's fees and costs is due and owing. BRN is estopped to now claim the money is 
not owed. 
21. BRN breached its express and implied contractual obligations to PYCI, 
including the implied obligation of good faith and fair dealing, thereby causing PYCI 
damages in an amount to be proven at trial, plus interest, costs and attorney's fees. 
22. PYCI justifiably relied, to its detriment, upon BRN's express and implied 
promises that it would pay PYCI for its work. BRN's failure to do so is inconsistent with 
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its prior admissions, statements and acts. Such inconsistency has caused PYCI damages 
in an amount to be proven at trial, plus interest, costs and attorney's fees. 
23. IfPYCI and BRN did not have an express agreement for all or a portion of 
the work, then an agreement is implied from their conduct. Therefore, as an alternative 
cause of action, PYCI seeks to recover the reasonable value of the materials and services 
provided to BRN, plus interest, costs and attorney's fees. 
24. BRN would be unjustly enriched if it was permitted to continue enjoying 
the fruits of PYCI's work without fully compensating it. Therefore, as another 
alternative cause of action, PYCI seeks to recover the amount by which BRN was 
unjustly enriched, plus interest, costs and attorney's fees. 
25. PYCI, in its regular course of business, regularly sent BRN statements of 
the accounts indicating the amount owing as work was performed. BRN did not object to 
the invoices and made payments on the invoices as billed. BRN has acquiesced to the 
correctness of the invoices as stated. PYCI is entitled to recover from BRN the current 
amount owing of$240,119.35 ($185,976.70 left owing on the Kootenai Cabin and Pool 
House and $54,142.65 left owing on the Black Rock North Pumphouse), plus interest, 
costs and attorney fees. 
26. On or about January 23, 2009 which was within 90 days of PYCI's last 
substantial work on the Project, PYCI recorded a mechanic's lien against the Project in 
an effort to recover amounts due it. A true and correct copy of that lien is attached hereto 
as Exhibit A and is incorporated herein by this reference. 
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27. A copy of the lien was mailed to Defendant BRN via certified mail within 
five days of the date it was recorded. Other defendants with an ownership in the property 
were also provided timely and proper service of the Claim of Lien. 
28. PYCI timely commenced its action, CV 09-906, against BRN within 6 
months from the date the lien was filed .. This counterclaim and cross-claim was timely 
commenced. 
29. PYCI has done all things required of it by the Idaho Mechanic's lien 
statutes, I.C. §§ 45-501 et. seq. PYCI is entitled to foreclose its lien against the Property 
to recover the amounts due it. 
30. Polin & Young Construction, Inc.'s lien is prior in right, title, and interest 
to all or some portion of the interest asserted by Plaintiff and/or other defendants. 
PRA YER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, PYCI prays for the following relief: 
1. For Plaintiff's Complaint be dismissed with prejudice, and that it take nothing 
by way of it. 
2. For judgment against BRN in an amount it is able to prove at trial. 
3. For a determination of the relative priorities of the claims/encumbrances 
of PYCI and the other defendants herein. 
4. For foreclosure of PYCI' s lien against the property, and against all junior 
interests in the property, by sale in the manner provided by law, with the proceeds 
applied to the payment ofPYCI's lien, together with interest, attorneys' fees and costs. 
IIIII 
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5. For judgment that, in the event any deficiencies remam after the 
application of the proceeds of such sales, that execution may issue against BRN 
Development, Inc. 
6. For such o~reliefas the Court deems equitable. 
DATED this $:1 (lay of August, 2009. 
Dala\1046\ 1392\.2'01 amended answer.FINAL.doc 
RICHARD D. CAMPBELL 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF ~VICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ of August, 2009, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document to the following: 
John R. Layman 
LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
601 8. Division 8t. 
Spokane, W A 99202 
Facsimile (509) 624-2902 
Attorney for Defendants BRN Development, 
ERN Investments, BRN-Lake View Joint 
Venture, Marshal Chesrown, Lake View A G, 
Robert Levin, Trustee For The Roland M. 
Casali Family Trust, Dated June 5,2008 and 
Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
Barry W. Davidson 
DAVIDSON BACKMAN MEDEIROS PLLC 
601 W. Riverside #1550 
Spokane, WA99201 
Facsimile (509) 623 -1660 
Co-Attorney for BRN Development, ERN 
Investments, ERN-Lake View Joint Venture, 
Marshal Chesrown, Lake View AG, Robert 
Levin, Trustee For The Roland M. Casati 
Family Trust, Dated June 5,20082008 and 
Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
Ryker Young, Trustee 
RYKER YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST 
2448 S. Manard Road 
Fort Gibson, OK 74434 
Pro Se Defendant Ryker Young, Trustee For The 
Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
Charles B. Lempesis 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
W. 201 Seventh Ave. 
Post Falls, ID 83854 
Facsimile (208) 773-1044 
Attorney for Defendant Thorco, Inc. 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, INC. 's 
(-rtf'S.--Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
~~ail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(~-~ail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
4" 
(~S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
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Robert 1. Fasnacht 
A TIURNEY AT LAW 
850 W. Ironwood Drive #101 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Facsimile (208) 664-4789 
Attorney for Defendant Interstate Concrete & 
Asphalt Company 
Richard L. Stacey 
MEULEMAN MOLLERUP, LLC 
775 W. Front St. #200 
Boise, ID 83702 
Facsimile (208) 336-9712 
Attorney for Defendant The Polin & Young 
Edward 1. Anson 
WI1HERSPOON, KELLEY, DAVENPORT 
& TOOLE, P .S. 
608 Northwest Blvd. #300 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83814-2146 
Facsimile (208) 667-8470 
Attorney for Defendant Wadsworth Golf 
Construction Company of the Southwest 
William D. Hyslop 
LUKINS & ANNIS, P.S. 
1600 Washington Trust Financial Center 
717 W. Sprague Ave. 
Spokane, W A 99201-0466 
Facsimile (509) 747-2323 
Attorney for Defendant Taylor Engineering, Inc. 
Christopher D. Gabbert 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
700NW Blvd. 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Facsimile (208) 664-5884 
Attorney for Defendant Precision Irrigation 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, INC.'S 
(4.s. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ~. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(4s'~,cMail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ~~~ail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(~~. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
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Stephen C. Brown 
ELLIS, BROWN & SHEILS, CHID. 
707 N. Eighth St. 
P.O. Box 388 
Boise,ID 83701-0388 
Facsimile (208) 345-9564 
Attorney for Defendant Consolidated Supply Co. 
Randall A. Peterman 
C. Clayton Gill 
MOffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chtd. 
101 S. Capitol Blvd., 10th Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise,ID 83701-0829 
Attorney for Plaintiff American Bank 
(~r{r;. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(~s. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
RICHARD D. CAMPBELL 
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When Recorded Return to: 
, JLM Da~e 01/23/2~09 Time 10:43:16 
REC-REO OF MAIL: 
RECORDING FEE: ' 30.00 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY, PLLC 
416 Symons Building 
<t1 7 South Howard Street 
11111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 
2193506000 XN : 
~ Spokane, VVA 99201 
Telephone: (509) 455-7100 
Facsimile: (509) 455-7111 
CLAIM OF LIEN 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the person named b¢low claims a lien pursuant to Title 
45 Idaho Code § 507. In support of this lien the following inform;ation is submitted. 
! 
1. PRINCIPAL AMOUNT FOR WHICH THk LIEN IS CLAIMED AFTER 
DEDUCTING ALL JUST CREDITS AND OFFSETS: 
2. 
$185,976.70 (Kootenai Cabin and Pool House) 
$ 38,441.20 (Black Rock North Pumphouse) 
Total: $224,417.90 (plus interest, costs and attorney fees) 
NAME OF LIEN CLAIMANT: 
ADDRESS: 
TELEPHONE NUMBER: 
Polin & Young Construction, Inc. 
P.O. Box 3701 
Coeur d' Alene, 10 838] 6 
(208) 762-7000 
3. NAME OF OWNER OR REPUTED OWNER: 
BRN Development, Inc. 
4. CLAIMANT'S EMPLOYER OR PERSON TO WHOM CLAIMANT 
FURNISHED MATERIALS, LABOR OR EQUIPMENT: 
BRN Development, Inc. 
5. DESC]UPTION OF THE PROPERTY AGAINST WHICH THE LIEN IS 
CLAIMED: 
Parcel Number(s): 
48N04VV043150 
48N04W043200 
48N04W043000 
Claim of Lien 
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48N04W042950 : 
48N04W045000 i 
071910010020 
49N04W336400 , 
49N04W336450 . 
49N04W336500 . 
Legal Description(s): See attached Exhib~t A 
6. DESCRIPTION OF THE MATERIALS, SUPPLIES OR EQUIPMENT 
FURNISHED OR LABOR OR WORK DONE iOR PERFORMED: 
All labor, materials, equipment and supervision necessary to constmct the 
Kootenai Cabin and Pool House at Black Rocl~ North as set forth in the 
contract dated May 10, 2007, and incorporated herein by reference. 
, 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, INC. 
P.O. Box 3701 
De, II) 83816 , .. ..-.--.. 
....-.-~ . . 
By:_-'--__ -='--__ ---4;,.......:;:~~ __ 
RICHARD D. ·CAMPBELL 
Its: Attorney in fact 
Claim of Licn 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
:ss 
County of Spokane ) 
RICHARD D. CAMPBELL being sworn, says: I am the attorney for the claimant and a 
representative of the claimant POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, INC. above named; I have 
read the foregoing claim, know the contents thereof, and believe the same to be true and just, and that 
the claim of lien is 110t frivolous and is made with reasonable cause, and is not clearly excessive 
under penalty of peljury. 
RICHARD D. CAMPBELL 
-:sf 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this l:L day of January, 2009. 
STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
:ss 
County of Spokane ) 
p:!Q~,~s 
NOTARYPUBLlCina~dfort ... ' e I"", 
Of Washington, residing a· L """'"'"l=="'---'-~~'--
My Commission expires: • If . 
I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that RICHARD D. CAMPBELL is the 
person who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that he signed this instrument, on 
oath stated that he was authorized to execute the instrument and aclmowledged it as the attorney for 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, INC. to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the 
uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument. 
DATED: \ '::ll·U1 
Claim of Lien 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
:ss 
County of Spokane ) 
RICHARD D. CAMPBELL, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
~+ 
On the.lC day of January, 20009, I enclosed in an envelope the attached Claim of Lien in 
the above-entitled matter; via certified mail, sealed the same, addressed the same as follows: 
BRN Development, Inc. 
P.O. Box 3070 
Coeur d'Alene, JD 83816 
which is the last known address of said person(s) and on said date deposited the same so addressed 
with postage prepaid in the U.S. Post Office, City ,21W1c.,state ofW.~~~~gton ... \.' ..... \ r9"~' ~ ~ ........... ) ....... . 
'" "1'':( 
RICHARD D. CAMPBELL 
'6.l-
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 2[ day of January, 2009. 
Dala\) 046\Claim orLicn.Black Rock.doc 
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EXHIBIT A 
DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPERTY AGAINST WHICH THE LIEN IS CLAIMED: 
PARCEL 1: 
Parcel AIN 
Number 
48N04VV043150204808 
Owner Name 
Owner Address 
Transfer Date 
Tax Authority 067000 
Group 
Situs Address , 
Acreage 9.0430 
Property Class Code 
Neighborhood Code 
PARCEL 2: 
Parce! 
Number AIN 
48N04VV043200144227 
Owner Name 
Owner Address 
Transfer Date 
Situs Address 
BRN DEVELOPMENT INC 
PO BOX 3070 
COEUR D ALENE ID 83816 
01/01/2007 
Current Total Value 
$123,561 
Legal Oese. NVV4-GOVT L T 4 04 48N 04VV 
512- Rural residential tract 
5200 48N 5&6VV; 49N 5&6VV 
Situs Address Current Total Value 
6351 VV SHRINER RD. COEUR D $271.968 
ALENE 
BRN DEVELOPMENT INC 
PO BOX 3070 
COEUR D ALENE ID 83816 
01/01/2007 
Tax Authority 067000 Legel 
Group Desc. 
S2-GOVT LT 4 EX TAX 
#20263 04 48N 04VV 
Situs Address ·6351 VV SHRINER RD. COEUR D ALENE 
Acreage 17.4290 
Property Class 
Code 534- Imp res rural tract 
Neitllhborhood Code 5200 48N 5&6W; 49N 
~ 5&6W 
PARCEL 3: 
Parcel AIN 
Number 
48N04W043000204807 
Owner Name 
Owner Address 
Transfer Date 
Situs Address 
BRN DEVELOPMENT INC 
PO BOX 3070 
COEUR 0 ALENE 10 83816 
01/01/2007 
Current Total Value 
$115,597 
Tax Authority ·067000 
Group 
Situs Address , 
legal Desc. NE-GOVT L T 4, TX#21 032 EX 
TAX #'820031 & 20263 Section 
04 Township 48N Range 04W 
Acreage ,8.0949 
Property Class 
Code ·512- Rural residential tract 
Nelll'lhborhood Code 5200 48N 5&6W; 49N 
u 5&6W 
PARCEL 4: 
Parcel 
Number All\! 
48N04W042950251433 
Situs Address Current Total Value 
220938 LOFF8 BAY RD, COEUR $95,278 
o ALENE 
5S2 
Owner Address PO BOX 3070 
COEUR D ALENE ID 83816 
Transfer Date ,01/01/2007 
Tax Authority 067000 legal 
Group Desc. 
Situs Address 22093 S LOFFS BAY RD. COEUR D ALENE 
Acreage 5.9350 
Property Class Code 
Neighborhood Code 
PARCELS: 
534- Imp res rural tract 
5200 48N 5&6W; 49N 5&6W 
TAX #20262 EX 
TX#21352 [IN GOVT 
L T 3] Section 04 
Township 48N Range 
04W 
Parcel 
Number All\! Situs Address Current Total Value 
48N04W045000132923 
Owner Name 
Owner Address 
Transfer Date 
22095 S LOFFS BAY RD, COEUR $2,643,041 
DALENE 
BRN DEVELOPMENT INC 
PO BOX 3070 
COEUR D ALENE ID 83816 
:01/01/2007 
Tax Authority 067000 legal S2-NW EX PTN E OF 
RD, SW EX PTN E OF 
RD, S2-SE 04 48N 
04W 
Group Desc. 
Situs Address 22095 S LOFFS BAY RD, COEUR D ALENE 
Acreage 304.5110 
Property Class Code 
Neighborhood Code 
PARCEL 6: 
Parcel 
Number All\! 
071910010020 229132 
534- Imp res rural tract 
5200 48N 5&6W; 49N 5&6W 
Situs Address Current Total Value 
23342 S LOFFS BAY RD, COEUR 
D ALENE $321,515 
Owner Name 
Owner Address 
Transfer Date 
BRN DEVELOPMENT INC 
·PO BOX 3070 
COEUR D ALENE ID 83816 
01/01/2006 
Tax Authority 067000 Legal SCHORZMAN-
ATKINS, LT 2 BLK 1 
0948N 04W 
Group Oesc. 
Situs Address 23342 S LOFFS BAY RD. COEUR D ALENE 
Acreage 32.6090 
Property Class Code 
Neighborhood Code 
PARCEL 7: 
Parcel AIN 
Number 
49N04W336400130087 
Owner Name 
Owner Address 
·Transfer Date 
515- Rural residential sub 
5200 48N 5&6W; 49N 5&6W 
Situs Address 
BRN DEVELOPMENT INC 
PO BOX 3070 
COEUR D ALENE ID 83816 
01/01/2007 
Current Total Value 
$162.598 
Tax Authority 249000 
Group 
Legal Desc. GOVT L T 4 EX E 1/3 EX W 1/3 
EX TAX#20170 33 49N 04W 
Situs Address .• 
Acreage 10.3570 
Property Class Code 
Neighborhood Code 
512- Rural residential tract 
5200 48N 5&6W; 49N 5&6W 
5S4 
PARCEL 8: 
Parcel AIN Number 
49N04VV336450249271 
Owner Name 
Owner Address 
Transfer Date 
Situs Address 
BRN DEVELOPMENT INC 
PO BOX 3070 
COEUR D ALENE ID 83816 
01/01/2007 
Current Total Value 
$84,000 
Tax Authority 249000 
Group 
LegalOe8C. TAX#20170 & TAX#20171 [IN 
GL4} 33 49N 04VV 
Situs Address , 
Acreage .9270 
. Property Class 
Code 512- Rural residential tract 
Neirthborhood Code 5200 48N 5&6VV; 49N 
1:1' 5&6W 
PARCEL 9: 
Parcel AI'" Number 
49N04VV336500131329 
Owner Name 
Owner Address 
Transfer Date 
Situs Address 
BRN DEVELOPMENT INC 
·PO BOX 3070 
·COEUR D ALENE JD 83816 
01/01/2007 
Current Total Value 
$169,764 
Tax Authority 249000 
Group 
legalOese. E 1/3-GOVT LT 4 EX TX#20171 
3349N 04W 
Situs Address , 
Acreage 11.2100 
Property Class Code 
Neighborhood Cadle 
512- Rural residential tract 
5200 48N 5&6W; 49N 5&6W 
5S6 
(~~ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana banking ) 
corporation, ) 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; BRN INVESTMENTS, 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability company; 
LAKE VIEW AG, a Liechtenstein 
company; BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT 
VENTURE, an Idaho general 
partnership; ROBERT LEVIN, Trustee 
for the ROLAND M. CASATI FAMILY 
TRUST, dated June 5, 2008; TYKER 
YOUNG, Trustee for the RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST; 
MARSHALL CHESROWN, a single 
man; IDAHO ROOFING SPECIALIST, 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability company; 
THORCO, INC., an Idaho corporation; 
CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY 
COMPANY, an Oregon corporation; 
INTERSTATE CONCRETE & 
ASPHALT COMPANY, an Idaho 
corporation; CONCRETE FINISHING, 
INC., an Arizona corporation; THE 
TURF CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; WADSWORTH GOLF 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY OF THE 
SOUTHWEST, a Delaware corporation; 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, 
INC., an Idaho corporation; TAYLOR 
ENGINEERING, INC., a Washington 
corporation; PRECISION IRRIGATION, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
STIPULATION AND AGREED ORDER RE: 
NO. CV 09-2619 
STIPULATION AND AGREED 
ORDER RE: EXTENDING 
AMERICAN BANK'S TIME TO 
RESPOND TO DISCOVERY 
EXTENDING TIME TO RESPOND TO DISCOVERY - 1 
557 
, ' 
INC., an Arizona corporation; and ) 
SPOKANE WILBERT VAULT CO., a ) 
Washington corporation, d/b/a ) 
WILBERT PRECAST, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
Polin & Young Construction, Inc. and American Bank, through their respective 
undersigned counsel, hereby stipUlate and agree that American Bank may have up to 
September 11, 2009 to respond to Polin & Young's discovery requests, served on July 
21,2009 and initially due on August 24,2009. 
DATED this __ day of August, 2009. 
RlCHARD D. CAMPBELL 
Attomeys for Polin & Young Construction, PLLC 
WINSTON & CASHATT, P.S. 
, 
. ETIfTELLES 
eys for AmericarFBank 
STIPULATION AND AGREED ORDER RE: 
EXTENDING TIME TO RESPOND TO DISCOVERY - 2 
558 
, ' 
ORDER 
BASED UPON THE FOREGOING STIPULATION, it is hereby ordered that 
American Bank shall provide discovery responses to Polin & Young's discovery requests 
no later than September 11,2009. 
"" ~Jtwsbt-.,.. DONE IN CHAMBERS this '1 day of AtigttM, 2009. 
Presented by: 
WINSTON & CASHATT, P.S. 
By: ~~.~~g>k1? 
A T ELLESfJ}(J 
Attorneys for AmericarrBank 
Copy received; approved as to form; 
notice of presentment waived: 
JUDGE 
By: ____ ~ ____________ --------------
RICHARD D. CAMPBELL 
Attorneys for Polin & Young Construction, Inc. 
Data\1046\1392\Sllp&order.082409.doc 
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CLERIC S CERTIFICATE OF S~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 4. day of t, 2009, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document to the following: 
John R. Layman 
Layman, Layman & Robinson, PLLP 
601 South Division Street 
Spokane, VVA 99202 
Attorney for Defendants BRN Development, 
BRN Investments, BRN-Lake View Joint 
Venture, Marshal Chesrown, Lake View AG, 
and Robert Levin, Trustee For The Roland M. 
Casati Family Trust, Dated June 5, 2008 and 
Ryker Young, Trustee of the Ryker Young 
Revocable Trust 
Barry Davidson 
Davidson Backman Medeiros 
601 West Riverside #1550 
Spokane, W A 99201 
Co-Attorney for Defendants BRN Development, 
BRN Investments, BRN-Lake View Joint 
Venture, Marshal Chesrown, Lake View AG, 
and Robert Levin, Trustee For The Roland M. 
Casati Family Trust, Dated June 5, 2008 and 
Ryker Young, Trustee of the Ryker Young 
Revocable Trust 
Charles B. Lempesis 
Attorney at Law 
201· W. Seventh Avenue 
Post Falls, ID 83854 
Attorney for Defendant Thorco 
STIPULATION AND AGREED ORDER RE: 
VIA REGULAR MAIL 
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 
HAND DELIVERED 
BY FACSIMILE 509-624-2902 
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
o 
o 
o 
~ 
VIA REGULAR MAIL 0 
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 0 
HAND DELIVERED ~ 
BY FACSIMILE 509-623-1660 
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 0 
VIA REGULAR MAIL 0 
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 0 
HAND DELIVERED ~ 
BY FACSIMILE (208) 773-1044 
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
EXTENDING TIME TO RESPOND TO DISCOVERY - 4 
, . ' 
Edward Anson VIA REGULAR MAIL D 
Witherspoon, Kelley, Davenport & Toole, P.S, VIA CERTIFIED MAIL D 
601 Northwest Blvd. #300 HAND DELIVERED D 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 BY FACSIMILE (208) 667-8470 ~ VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
Attorney for Defendant Wadsworth Golf 
Construction Company of the Southwest and 
Defendant The Turf Corporation 
Richard Campbell VIA REGULAR MAIL D 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC VIA CERTIFIED MAIL D 
7 South Howard Street #416 HAND DELIVERED ~ Spokane, W A 99201 BY FACSIMILE 509-455-7111 VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
Attorney for Defendant Polin & Young 
Construction 
William D. Hyslop VIA REGULAR MAIL D 
Lukins & Annis, P.S. VIA CERTIFIED MAIL D 
1600 Washington Trust Financial Center HAND DELIVERED i 717 W. Sprague Ave. BY FACSIMILE 509-747-2323 Spokane, WA 99201-0466 VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
Attorney for Defendant Taylor Engineering 
Christopher Gabbert VIA REGULAR MAIL D 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP VIA CERTIFIED MAIL D 
P.O. Box 1336 I-lAND DELIVERED D 
Coeur D'Alene, ID 83816-1336 BY FACSIMILE (208) 664-5884 ~ VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
Attorney for Defendant Precision Irrigation 
Randall A. Peterman VIA REGULAR MAIL D 
C. Clayton GiIl VIA CERTIFIED MAIL D 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chtd. HAND DELIVERED D 
101 S. Capitol Blvd., 10th Floor BY FACSIMILE (208) 385-5419 ~, Boise,ID 83701-0829 VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
Attorney for Plaintiff American Bank 
STIPULATION AND AGREED ORDER RE: 
EXTENDING TIME TO RESPOND TO DISCOVERY - 5 
561 
Elizabeth Tellessen 
Nancy Isserlis 
Winston & Cashatt 
601 West Riverside Avenue # 1900 
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&'TAle OF IOIH) } ~ 
COUNTY (J ~ . "" :\) ~;~ (J§~ JOHNR. LAYMAN, ISB #6825 
LA YMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
5431 N. Government Way, Sujte lOlA 
zno9Stp'23 PH It: 17 
Coeur d'Alen.e, Idaho 83815 
(800) 377-8883 
(509) 624-2902 (fax) 
Please Fax and Mail To: 
LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
601 S. Division Street 
Spokane, Washington 99202 
(509) 455-8883 
(509) 624-2902 (fax) 
Attorney for BRN Development, Inc., BRN Investm.ents, LtC, 
Lake View AG, BRN-Lake View Joint Venture, 
the Roland .M. Casati. Family Trust, dated June 5, 2008, and 
the Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF TI-IE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STAT.E OF IDAHO, TN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana 
banking corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, LAKE 
VIEW AG, a Liechten.stein company, 
BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT 
VENTURE, an Idaho general 
partnership, ROBERT LEVIN, 
Trustee for the ROLAND M. 
CASAT! FAMILY TRUST, dated 
June 5, 2008, RYKER YOUNG, 
Page 1 
Answers and Affirmati.ve Defe:nses to Cross 
Claims of Polin & Young Construction, Inc. 
BRN Dofendants 
Case No. CV09-26l9 
ANSWERS AND AFFIRMATIVE 
DEFENSES OF CROSS 
DEF.ENDANTS BRN 
DEVELOPMENT, INC., BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, LAKE VIEW 
AG, BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT 
VENTURE, THE ROLAND M. 
CASATI FAMILY TRUST, DATED 
JUNE 5, 2008, AN.D THE RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST TO 
CROSS CLAIMS OF POLIN & 
YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, INC. 
. 09/2~/2009 16: 10 
Trustee fo-rthe RYKER YOUNG 
REVOCABLE TRUST, MARSHALL 
CHESROWN, a single man, IDAHO 
ROOFING SPECIALIST, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company, 
mORCO, INC., an Idaho 
corporation., CONSOLIDATED 
SUPPL Y COMPANY, an Oregon 
corporation, INTERST ATE 
CONCRETE & ASPHALT 
COMPANY, an. Idaho corporation, 
. CONCRETE FINISHING, INC., an 
Arizona corporation, THE TURF 
CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation, WADSWORTH GOLF 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY OF 
THE SOUTHWEST, a Delaware 
corporation, POLIN & YOUNG 
CONSTRUCTION, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, TAYLOR 
ENGINEERING, INC., a Washington 
corporation, PRECISION 
IRRIGATION, INC., an Arizona 
corporati.on, and SPOKANE 
WILBERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington corporation, d/b/a 
WILBERT PRECAST, 
Defendants. 
L L & R 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCIlQN:S..CROSS CLAWS 
BRN Developm.ent, Inc., BRN Investments, LLC, Lake View AG, BRN~ 
Lake View Joint Venture, the Roland M. Casatj Family Trust, dated Jun.e 5,2008, 
and the Ryker Young Revocable Trust (the "BRN Defendants"), by and through 
their attorney John R. Layman. and LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP, 
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Answers and Affirmative Defenses to Cross 
Claim.s ofPoli.n & Young Construction, Inc. 
ERN Defendants 564 
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answer as fol1ows: 
COUNTERCLAIM AND CROSS·CLAIMS 
1. Paragraph 1. Admitted that Polin & Young Con.struction, Inc. was 
an Idaho corporation. wjth its principal place ofbusin.ess in Coeur d'Alene, Idaho. 
:eRN Defendants Jack information suffiCient to form a belief as to the remaining 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
2. Paragraph 2. Admitted. 
3. Paragraph 3. Admitted. 
4. Paragraph 4. Admitted. 
5. Paragraph 5. Admitted that the lien was filed as alleged. BRN 
Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, ran.k, and pr.iority 
of the lien.. BRN .Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to form. a belief as to the 
remaining allegations and therefore deny the same. 
6. Paragraph 6. Admitted. 
7. Paragraph 7. Admitted. 
8. Paragraph 8. Admitted. 
9. Paragraph. 9. Admitted that the lien was filed as alleged. BRN 
Defendants reserve. all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, rank., and priority 
of the lien. BRN Defen.dants Jack information sufficient to form a belief as to the 
remaining allegations and therefore deny the same. 
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BRN Defendants 565 
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10. Paragraph 10. Admitted that the lien was :f:i.led as alleged. BRN 
Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, rank, and priority 
of the lien. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to fonn a belief as to the 
remaining aUegations and therefore deny the sam.e. 
11. Paragrapb 11. Admitted that the lien. was £lIed as alleged. BRN 
Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, rank, and priority 
of the lien. BRN .Defendants lack information sufficient to form a belief as to the 
remaining allegations and therefore deny the same. 
12. Paragraph 12. Adm.itted that Wadsworth Golf Construction 
Company of the Southwest is a Delaware corporation and that the lien was filed as 
alleged. BRN Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, 
rank, and priority of the Hen. 
13. Paragraph 13. Adm.itted that Taylor Engin.eering, Inc. is a 
Waslrington corporati.on and that the lien was filed as alleged. BRN Defendants 
reserve aU rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, rank, and pti.ority of the lien. 
14. Paragraph 14. Admitted that Precision Irrigation., Inc. is an Arizona 
corporation and that the Hen was filed as alleged, BRN Defendants reserve alJ 
rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, rank, and priority of the lien. 
15. Paragraph 15. Admitted that Spokane Wilbert Vault Co. d/b/a 
Wilber Precast is a Washington corporation and that the lien was filed as alleged. 
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BRN Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficien.cy, rank, and 
priority of the Jien. 
16. Paragraph 16. Admitted. 
1 i. Paragraph 17. Admitted. 
18. Paragraph 18. BRN Defendants lack inform.ation. sufficient to fonn 
a belief as to these allegations and therefore den.y the same. 
19. Paragraph 19. Admitted that an outstanding balance is owed, and 
denied to the extent that such allegations seek to esta.blish unproven. balances due. 
20. Paragraph 20. Admitted that an outstanding balance is owed, and 
denied to the extent that such allegations seek'to establish unproven balances due. 
21. Paragraph 21. Dellied to the extent that such allegations seek to 
establish unproven balances due. 
22. Paragraph 22. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to fonn 
a belief as to these allegations and therefore deny the sam.e. 
23. Paragraph 23. BRN Defen.dants lack information sufficient to form 
a belief as to these allegati.ons and therefore deny the same. 
24. Paragraph 24. BRN Defendants lack infonn.ation sufficient to form 
a belief as to these allegations and therefore deny the same. 
25. Paragraph 25. Denied to the extent that such allegations seek to 
establish unproven balances due, and to the extent that such allegations 
ch.aractcrize any written agreem.ent as any such documen.t6 speak for thcn1selves. 
PageS 
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26. Paragraph 26. Admitted that the lien was filed as alleged. BRN 
Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, rank, and priority 
of the lien. 
27. Paragraph 27. Adm.itted as to BRN Development, Inc. BRN 
Defendants lack information sufficient to form a belief as to the remaining 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
28. Paragraph 28. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to form 
a belief as to these allegations and therefore den.y the same. 
29. Paragraph 29. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to form. 
a belief as to these allegations and therefore deny the same. 
30. Paragraph 30. BRN Defendants lack information sufficien.t to for.m 
a belief as to these allegations and therefore deny the same. 
AFFlRMATIV.E DEFENSES 
1. Cross-claimant fails to state a claim upon which relief can be 
granted. 
2. Cross-claimant's claims are balTed by the doctrines of waiver, laches 
and/or estoppel. 
3. Cross-claimant's claim.s are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 
4. Cross-claimant's claims and the relief sought therefrom would 
co:n.stinlte unjust enrichm.ent of Cross-claim.ant to the detriment of BRN 
Defendants. 
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5. The damages, if any, alleged by Cross-clalmant were directly and 
proximately caused by the unreasonablelless, failure, neglect, and refusal of Cross-
clalrn.an.t to exetc1.se reasonable diligence and effort to mitigate the damages 
alleged. 
6. Cross-clair.n.ant's claims are barred by failure of considerati.on. 
7. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by express contraot. 
8. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by implied contract, e.ither io law 
or in fact. 
9. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by breach of contract. 
10. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by the statute of frauds. 
11. Cross-claimant fails to state facts suffi.cient to allow for Cross-
claimant's recovery of attorneys l fees. 
12. Cross-claimant's recovery in this actioo., if any, should be barred or 
reduced in accordance with the Doctrine of Avoidable Consequences. 
J3. Cross-claimant's recovery in this acti.on, if any, should be barred or 
reduced in accordance with the .Doctrine of Force Majeure. 
ATTORNEYS' FEES 
To defend against this action, BRN Defendants retained the services of 
Layman, Layman & Robinson, PLLP. BRN Defendants are entitled to an award 
of attorneys' fees and costs pursuant to Idah.o Code §§ 12·120 and 12~121, and 
Ru1e 54 of the Idaho Rules of Ci.vil Procedure. 
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, BRN Defendants pray for judgment as follows: 
A. That Cross~claimat.l.t takes nothing by way of its Cross Claims; 
B. For an award of attorneys' fees and eosts in defending thi.s action; 
C. For such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 
DATEDthis ___ dayof~ ____ 2009. 
LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies th.t on the ~S day O~~09, I 
cau~ed ~o be served. a tnle and correct copy of the foregoing docum.ent upon the 
partIes hsted below In the mann.era indicated: 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana Banking 
Corporation: 
Nancy L. Isserlis (ISB #7331) 
EHzabeth A. Tcllessen (ISB #7393) 
Winston & Cashatt 
250 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 1. 07 A 
Coeur d'Alene, Idabo 83814 
Facsimile: (509) 838-1416 
and 
Randal1 A. Peterman (ISB #1944) 
C. Clayton. Gill 
Moffatt, Thomas) Baliett, Rock & Fields. Chtd, 
101 South Capitol Blvd" lOth Floor . 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, Idaho 83701·0829 
Facsimile: (208) 385·5384 
THORCO, INC.: 
Charles B. Lempesis (ISB #2550) 
Attorney at Law 
201 West Seven.th Avenue 
Post Falls, Idaho 83854 
Facsimile: (208) 773-1044 
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WADSWORTH GOLF CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY OF THE SOUTHWEST: 
Edward Anson. (lSB #2074) 
Witherspoon., Kelley, Davenport & Toole, P.S. 
608 Northwest Boulevard, Suite #300 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 8381.4·2146 
Facsimile: (208) 667-8470 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION: 
Richard D. Campbell 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, .PLLC 
416 S ymoT.ls, Building 7 
South Howard Street 
Spokane, Washington 99201-3816 
Facsi.mile: (509) 455-7111 
THE TURF CORPORATION: 
Richard L. Stacey 
Meuleman Mollerop, LLP 
775 West Front Street, Suite #200 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Facsim.i1e: (208) 336-9712 
PRECISION IRRIGATION, INC.: 
Christopher D. Gabbert 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest Boulevard 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83816-1336 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
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TAYLOR ENGINEERING, INC.: 
WilHam D. Hyslop (ISB #7141) 
Lukins & Annis, P.S. 
1600 Washington Trust Financial Ce.tlter 
771 West Sprague Avemle 
Spokane, Washington 99201-0466 
Facsimile: (509) 747-2323 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, LAKE VIEW AG, 
BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT VENTURE, the 
Ro.LAND M. CASATI FAMILY TRUST, 
DA TED JUNE 5, 2008, and the RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST: 
Associated Counsel: 
Barry W. Davidson. 
Davidson Backman Medeiros PLLC 
1550 Bank of America Financial Center 
601 West Riverside Aven.ue 
Spokane, Washington 99201 
Facsimile: (509) 623-1660 
ACI NORTHWEST, INC.: 
Steven C. Wetzel 
Wetzel, Wetzel & Holt 
1322 West Kathleen Avenue, Suite 2 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83815 
Facsimile: (208) 664-6741 
BY:~'r~ 
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JOHN R. LAYMAN, IS.B #6825 ~ ~1Y-
LA YMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
5431 N. Government Way, Suite lOlA 
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q ,K DISTRIClYCbuRT Il 0 \ ) {I()!.-t !!A Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83815 (800) 377-8883 
(509) 624-2902 (fax) 
Please Fax. an.d Mail To: 
LA YMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
601 S. Division Street 
Spokane, Washington 99202 
(509) 455-8883 
(509) 624-2902 (fax) 
Attorney for BRN Developm.ent, Inc., BRN Investments, LtC, 
Lake Vicw AG, BRN-Lake View Joint Venture, 
the Rol.an.d M. Casati Family Trust, dated June 5, 2008, and 
the Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana 
banking corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an. 
Idaho corporation.! BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, LAKE 
VIEW AG, a Liechtenstein company, 
BRN~LAKE VIEW JOINT 
VENTURE, an Idaho general 
partnership, ROBERT LEVIN, 
Trustee for the ROLAND M. 
CASATI FAMILY TRUST, dated 
June 5, 2008, RYKER YOUNG, 
Page 1. 
Answers and Affi.r.mative Defenses to Cross 
Claims of Precision. Irrigation, Inc. 
BRN Defendants 
Case No. CV09~2619 
ANSWERS AND AFFIRMATTVE 
DEFENSES OF CROSS 
DEFENDANTS BRN 
DEVELOPMENT, INC. .• BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, LAKE VIEW 
AG, BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT 
VENTURE, THE ROLAND M. 
CASA TI FAMIL Y TRUST, DATED 
JUNE 5, 2008, AND THE RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST TO 
CROSS CLAIMS OF PRECJSION 
IRRIGA TION, lNC. 
574 
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Trustee for the RYKBRYOUNG 
REVOCABLE TRUST, MARSHALL 
CHESROWN, a single man, IDAHO 
ROOFING SPECIALIST, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company, 
THORCO, INC., an. Idaho 
corporation, CONSOLIDATED 
SUPPL Y COMPANY, an Oregon 
corporation, INTERSTATE 
CONCRETE & ASPHAJ.., T 
COMPANY, an Idaho corporation, 
CONCRETE FINISHING, INC., an 
Arizona corporation, THE TURF 
CORPORA TION, an Idaho 
corporation, WADSWORTH GOLF 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY OF 
THE SOUTHWEST, a Delaware 
corporation., POLIN & YOUNG 
CONSTRUCTION, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, TAYLOR 
ENGINEERING, INC., a Washington 
corporation) PRECISION 
IRRIGATION, INC., an. Arizona 
corporation, and SPOKANE 
WILBERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington corpora.tion, d/b/a 
WILBERT PRECAST, 
Defendants. 
L L & R 
PRECISION IRRIGATION'S COIlNTER...CLAWANll Cl,WSS-CLAIM 
BRN Development, Inc., BRN Investments, LLC, Lake View AG, BRN-
.Lake View Joint Ven.ttlre, the Roland M. Casati Family Trust, dated June 5, 2008, 
and the Ryker Young Revocable Tru.st (the "BRN Defendants''), by and through 
their attorney John R. Layman and LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP, 
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answer as follows: 
COUNTERC.LAIM AND CROSS-CLAIM 
1. Paragraph 1. Admitted that Precision Irrigation, Inc. ("Precision 
Irrigation") is an Arizona corporation that conducts business in Kootenai County, 
Idaho. BRN Defen.dants lack infonnation sufficient to form a belief as to the 
r.emaining allegations and therefore deny the same. 
2. Paragraph 2. Admitted. 
3. Paragraph 3. Admitted. 
4. Paragraph 4. Admitted. 
5. Par.agraph S. Admitted. 
6. Paragraph 6. Admitted. 
7. Paragraph 7. Admitted. 
8. Paragraph 8. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to form a 
belief as to these allegations and therefore deny the same. 
9. Paragraph 9. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to fonn. a 
belief as to these allegations and therefore deny the same. 
10. Paragraph 10. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to form 
a belief as to these allegations and therefore deny the same. 
1 ). Paragraph 11. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to form 
a beHef as to these allegations and therefore deny the same . 
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12. Paragraph 12. BRN Defen.dants lack infonnation sufficient to fonn. 
a belief as to these allegation.s aJ1d therefore deny the same. 
l3. Paragraph 13. Admitted. 
14. Paragraph 14. Adm.itted. 
15. Paragraph 15. Admitted. 
16. Paragraph 16. Admitted. 
17. Paragraph 17. Admitted. 
18. Paragraph 18. Admitted. 
19. Par.agrapb 19. Admitted. 
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
(LIEN FORECLOSURE) 
20. Paragraph 20. With respect to allegations contained in paragraph 20, 
BRN Defendants incorporate and restate the an.swers set forth above as if fully set 
forth herein. 
21. Paragraph 21. Admitted that the lien was filed as alleged. BRN 
Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficien.cy, rank, and priority 
of the lien. 
22. Paragraph 22. Admitted that Precision Irrigation supplied labor, 
materials, supplies,and equipment used and installed in and about the Property. 
BRN Defendants lack information. sufficient to form a belief as to the remaining 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
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23. Paragraph 23. BRN Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the 
am.ount, sufficiency, rank, and priority of the lien. 
24. Paragraph 24. Denied. 
25. Paragraph 25. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to fonn 
a beljef as to these allegations and therefore deny the sam.e. 
26. Paragraph. 26. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to fonn. 
a belief as to these allegations and therefore deny the same. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
1. Cross-claimant fails to state a claim upon. which relief can be 
granted. 
2. Cross-claimant's claims ate barred by the doctrines of waiver, laches 
an.dlor estoppel. 
3. Cross·claimant's c1aims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 
4. Cross~claimant' s claims and the relief sought therefrom would 
constitute unjust enrichment of Cross-claimant to the detrim.ent of BRN 
Defendants. 
5. The damages .. if any, alleged by Cross-claimant were directly and 
proximately caused by the unreason,ablen.ess, failure, neglect, an.d refusal of Cross-
claimant to exerci.se reasonable diligence aU.d effort to mitigate the dam.ages 
alleged. 
6. Cross-claimant's claims a.re barred by failure of consideration. 
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7. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by express contract. 
8. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by implied contract, either in. law 
or in fact. 
9. Cross-claima.l1t's claims are barred by breach of contract. 
10. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by the statute of frauds. 
J 1. Cross"claimant fails to state facts sufficient to allow for Cross-
claimant's recovery of attomeys' fees. 
12. Cross-claimant's recovery in thls action, if any, should be barred or 
reduced in accordance with the Doctrine of Avoidable Consequences. 
13. Cross-claimant's recovery in this action, if any, should be barred or 
reduced in accordance with the Doctrin.e of Force Majeure. 
ATTORNEYS' FEES 
To defend against this action, BRN Defendants retained the services of 
Layman, Layman. & Robinson, PLLP. BRN Defendants are entitled to an award 
of attorneys' fees and costs pursuan.t to Idaho Code §§ 12-120 and 12.121, and 
Rule 54 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, BRN Defendants pray for judgment as follows: 
A. That Cross-claimant takes nothing by way of its Cross Claims; 
B. For an award of attorneys' fees and costs in defending this action; 
C. For such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 
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DATED this .. 2=v day of~/~/~~. 2009. 
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Answers and Affumative Defenses to Cross 
Claims ofPreclsjon Irrigation. Inc. 
BRN Dc;fcndants 
09/?3/2009 16:13 509 L L & R PAGE 09/11 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned bereby certifies that 01). tbe 23 day Of~009, I 
cau~ed:o be served, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document upon. the 
parnes lIsted below lO the manners indicated: 
ANJERiCAN BANK, a Montana Banking 
Corporation: 
Nancy L. Isserlis (ISB #7331) 
Elizabeth A. Tellessen (ISB #7393) 
Winston & Cashatt 
250 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 107A 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 
Facsimile: (509) 838-1416 
and 
Randall A. Peterman (lSB #1944) 
C. Clayton Gill. 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chtd. 
101 South Capitol Blvd., 10th Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, Idaho 83701-0829 
Facsimile: (208) 385-5384 
THORCO, INC.: 
Charles B. Lempesis (ISB #2550) 
Attorney at Law 
201 West Seventh Avenue 
Post Falls, Idaho 83854 
Facsimile: (208) 773- 1. 044 
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W ADSWORT.H GOLF CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY OF THE SOUTHWEST: 
Edward Anson. (ISB #2074) 
Witherspoon, Kelley, Davenport·& Toole, P.S. 
608 Northwest Boulevard, Suite #300 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814-2146 
Facsimile: (208) 667-8470 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION: 
Richard D. Campbell 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
416 Symons, Buil ding 7 
South Howard Street 
Spokan.e, Washington 99201.·3816 
Facsimile: (509) 455-7111 
THE TURF CORPORATION: 
Ri9hard L. Stacey 
Mel.1leman Mollerup, LLP 
775 West Front Street, Suite #200 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Facsimile: (208) 336-9712 
PRECISION IRRIGA TTON, INC.: 
Christopher D. Gabbert 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest Boulevard 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83816·1336 
Facsimile: (208) 664·5884 
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TAYLOR ENGINEERING, INC.: 
Willia.m D. Hyslop (ISB #7141) 
Lukins & Annis, P.S. 
1600 Washin.gton Trust Financl.aJ Center 
771 West Sprague Avenue 
Spokane, Washington 99201-0466 
Facsimile: (509) 747·2323 
BRN .D.EVELOPMENT, INC., BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, LAKE VIEW AG, 
BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT VENTURE, the 
ROLAND M. CASATI FAMILY TRUST, 
DATED JUNE 5,2008, and the RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST: 
Associated Counsel: 
Barry W. Davidson 
. Davidson. Backman. Medeiros PLLC 
1550 Bank of Am.erica Fin.ancial Center 
601 West Riverside Avenue 
Spokane, Washington 99201 
Facsimile: (509) 623-1660 
ACI NORTHWEST, INC.: 
Steven C. Wetzel 
Wetzel, Wetzel & Holt 
1322 West Kathleen Avenue, Suite 2 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83815 
Facsimile: (208) 664-6741 
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STATE OF ICWiO }ss COUNTY OF t(()()T9LAJ ;---,0 ~ ~"? JOHN R. LAYMAN, ISB #6825 
LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, P.LLP 
5431 N. GovemmentWay, Suite lOlA 
2009 SEP 23 PH~: 18 
frnM. RK DlSTRIC~OURTr/J. \;Wlrr11J(fl U Coeur d'Alene, Idah.o 83815 (800) 377-8883 
(509) 624·2902 (fax) 
P1case Fax and MaH To: 
LAYMAN, LA.YMAN & ROBTNSON, PLLP 
601 S. Division Street 
Spokan.e, Washington 99202 
(509) 455~8883 
(509) 624-2902 (fax) 
Attorney for BRN Development, Inc., BRN .Investments, LLC, 
Lake View AG, BRN-Lake View Joint Venture, 
the Roland M. Casati Family Trust, dated June 5,2008, and 
the Ryker Youn.g Revocable Trust 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDJCIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE ST A.TB OF IDAHO, TN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERTCAN BANK, a Montana 
ban. king corporation.~ 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC~ an Idaho 
lim.ited liability company, LAKE 
VIEW AG, a Liechtenstein company, 
BRN·LAKE VIEW JOINT 
VENTURE, an Idaho gen.eral 
partnership, ROBERT LEVIN, 
Trustee for the ROLAND M. 
CASArI FAMILY TRUST, dated 
June 5, 2008, RYKER YOUNG, 
Page 1 
Answers and Affirmative Defen.ses to 
Cross Claims of Thorco, Inc. 
BRN Defendants 
Case No. CV09·2619 
ANSWERS AND AFFIRMA TJVE 
DEFENSES OF CROSS 
DEFENDANTS BRN 
DEVELOPMENT, INC., BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, LAKE VIEW 
AG, BRNwLAKE VIEW JOINT 
VENTURE, THE ROLAND M. 
CASATI F AMIL Y TRUST, DATED 
JUNE 5, 2008, AND THE RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST TO 
CROSS CLAIMS OF THORCO, 
INC. 
584 
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Trustee for the RYKER YOUNG 
REVOCABLE TRUST, MARSHALL 
CHESROWN, a single m.an, IDAHO 
ROOFING SPECIALIST, LLC, an 
Idaho limited Hability company, 
THORCO, INC., an Idaho 
corporatjon~ CONSOLIDATED 
SUPPL Y COMPANY, an Oregon 
corporatl.on, INTERSTATE 
CONCRETE & ASPHALT 
COMPANY, an Idaho corporation, 
CONCRETE FINISHING, INC., an. 
Arizona corporation, THE TURF 
CORPORATION, an. Idaho 
corporation, WADSWORTH GOLF 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY OF 
THE SOUTHWEST, a Delaware 
corporation, POLIN & YOUNG 
CONSTRUCTION, INC., an. Idaho 
corporation, TAYLOR 
ENGINEERING, INC., a Washington 
corpor.ation .• PRECISION 
IRRIGATION, INC., an Arizona 
corporation, and SPOKANE 
WILBERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington corporation., d/b/a 
WILBERT PRECAST, 
Defen.dants. 
L L & R 
THOReO'S CROSS CLAIMS 
PAGE eJ3/1eJ 
BRN Development, lnc., BRN Investm.ents, LLC, Lake View AG, .BRN-
Lake View Joint Venture, the Roland M. Casati. Family Trust, dated June 5,2008, 
and the Ryker Young Revocable Trust (the uBRN Defendants"), by and through 
their attorney John R. Layman and LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP, 
Page 2 
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answer as follows: 
G.ENERAL ALLEGATIONS 
1. .Paragraph 1. BRN Defendants lack information. sufficient to form a 
belief as to these al.1egations and therefore deny the same. 
2. Paragraph 2. Adm.itted. 
3. Paragraph 3. Admitted. 
4. Paragraph 4. A dm.itted. 
5. Paragr~ph 5. Admitted. 
6. Paragraph 6. A.dmitted. 
7. Paragraph 7, Admitted. 
8. Paragraph 8. BRN Defen.dants lack infotm.ation sufficient to fow. a 
belief as to these allegatjons an.d therefore deny the same. 
9. Paragraph 9. BRN Defen.dants lack infor.m.ation sufficient to fonn a 
belief as to these allegations an.d therefore deny the same. 
10. Paragraph 10. BRN Defen.dants lack inform.ation sufficient to form 
a belief as to these allegations an.d therefore deny the same. 
11. Paragraph 11, BRN Defen.dants lack inform at jon sufficient to form. 
a belief as to these allegations and therefore deny the same. 
12. Paragraph 1.2, BRN Defendants lack information. sufficient to form. 
a belief as to these allegations and therefore deny the same. 
13. Paragraph 13. Admitted. 
Page 3 
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14. Paragraph 14. Admitted. 
15. Paragraph 15. Admitted. 
1.6. Paragraph 16. Admitted. 
17. Paragraph 17. Adm.itted. 
18. Paragraph 18. Admitted. 
19. Paragraph 19. Admitted. 
21. (.~ic) Paragraph 21. Admitted. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
1. Cross~clajman.t fails to state a claim upon which relief can be 
granted. 
2. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by the doctrines of waiver, laches 
and/or estoppel. 
3. Cross-claimant's claims are balred. by the doctrine of unclean h.ands. 
4. Cross-claimant's claims and the relief sought tberefrom. would 
constitute unjust enrichm.ent of Cross-claimant to the detriment of BRN 
Defendants. 
5. The damages, jf any, alleged by Cross-claimant were directly and 
proximately caused by the unreasonableness, failure, neglect, and refusal of Cross-
clajmant to exercise reasonable diligence and effort to mi.tigate the d.amages 
alleged. 
6. Cross-claimant's claim.s are ban-ed by failure of consideration. 
Page 4 
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7. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by express contract. 
8. Cross-claiman.t's claims are barred by im.plied contract, either in law 
or in fact. 
9. Cross-claimant's claim.s are barred by breach of contract. 
10. Cross-c1aimant's claims are barred by the statute of frauds. 
11. Cross-claimant fails to state facts suffident to allow for Cross-
claimant's recovery of attomeys' fees. 
12. Cross-claimant's recovery in. tbis action, if any, should be barred or 
reduced in accordance with the .Doctrine of Avoidable Consequences. 
13. Cross-claimant's recovery in. this action, if any, should be barred or 
reduced in accordance with the Doctrine of Force Majeure. 
ATTORNEYS' FEES 
To d.efend against this action, BRN Defendants retain.ed the services of 
Layman, Layman & Robinson, PLLP. BRN Defen.dants are entitled to an award 
of attorneys' fees and costs pursuant to Idaho Code §§ 12-120 an.d 12-121, and. 
Rule 54 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, BRN Defendants pray for judgment as fonows: 
A. That Cross~claimant takes n.othio.g by way of its Cross Claims; 
B. For an award of attorneys' fees and costs in defen.ding this action; 
C. For such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 
Page 5 
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DATED this ...... -=:..20,;......_ day of ';', /;;-.. it,,'\,. 2009. 
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LA YMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
JOHN , LA YMAN, ISB #6825 
Attorn 'y for BRN Development, Inc., BRN 
Investments, LLC, Lake View AG, BRN-Lake 
View Joint Venture, the Roland M. Casati 
Family Tmst, dated June 5, 2008, and the Ryker 
Y DUn.g Revocable Trust 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
11:te undersigned hereby certifies that on the 23 day Of~09, I 
cau~ed ~o be served. a true and correct copy of the foregoing document upon the 
parnes hsted below In the manners indicated: 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana Banking 
Corporation: -
Nancy L. lsserlis (ISB #7331.) 
Elizabeth A. Tellessen (ISB #7393) 
W'inston. & Cashatt 
250 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 107 A 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 
Facsimile: (509) 838-1416 
and 
Randa,ll A. Peterman (ISB #1944) 
C. Clayton Gill 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chtd. 
.1 0 1 South Capitol Blvd., 10th Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, Jdaho 83701-0829 
Facsimile: (208) 385-5384 
THORCO, INC.: 
Charles B. Lempesis (ISB #2550) 
Attorney at Law 
201. West Seventh A venue 
Post Falls, Idaho 83854 
Facsimile: (208) 773-1044 
Pa.ge 7 
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WADSWORTH GOLF CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY OF THE SOUTHWEST: 
Edward An.son (ISB #2074) 
Witherspoon., Ke11ey, Davenport & Toole, P.S. 
608 Northwest Boulevard, Suite #300 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 8381.4-2146 
Facsim.ile: (208) 667·8470 
.POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION: 
Richard D. Campbell 
Campbell, BisseJl & Kirby, PLLC 
416 Symons, Building 7 
SOllth Howard Street 
Spokane, Washington 99201.-3816 
Facsimile: (509) 455-7111 
THE TURF CORPORATION: 
Richard L. Stacey 
Meuleman. Mollerup, LLP 
775 West Front Street, Suite #200 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Facsimile: (208) 336-9712 
PRECISION IRR1GATION~ INC.: 
Christopher D. Gabbert 
RamsdCll. & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest .Boulevard 
P.O .. Box 1336 
Coeur d' Alen.e, Idaho 83816·1336 
FacsimjJe: (208) 664-5884 
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TAYLOR ENGINEERING, INC.: 
William D. Hyslop (ISB #7141) 
Lukins & Annis, P.S. 
1600 Washington. Trust Financjal Center 
771 West Sprague Avenue 
Spokane, Washington. 99201-0466 
Facsimile: (509) 747-2323 
BRN .DEVELOPMENT, INC., BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, LAKE VIEW AG, 
BRN-LAKE VI.EW JOINT VENTURE, the 
ROLAND M. CASATI FAMILY TRUST, 
DATED JUNE 5, 2008, and the RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST: 
Associated Counsel: 
Barry W. Davidson 
Davidson Backman Medeiros PLLC 
1550 Bank of America Financial Center 
601 West Riverside A venue 
Spokane, Washjngton 99201 
Facsimile: (509) 623-1660 
ACI NORTHWEST, INC.: 
Steven C. Wetzel 
Wetzel, Wetzel & Holt 
1.322 West Kathleen Avenue, Suite 2 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83815 
Facsimile: (208) 664~6741 
BY'~~ 
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JOHNR. LAYMAN, 19B: 6825 
LA ¥MAN, LA YMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
5431 N. Government Way, Suite lOlA 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83815 
(800) 377-8883 
(509) 624-2902 (fax) 
Please Fax and Mail To: , 
LA YMAN, LA ¥MAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
601. S. Division Street 
Spokane, Washington 99202 
(509) 455-8883 
(509) 624-2902 (fax) 
Attorn,ey for BRN Development, Inc., BRN .hwestments,1 LLC, 
Lake View AG, BRN-Lake View Joint Venture, 
the Roland M. Casati Family Trust, dated June 5, 2008, and 
the Ryker Youn.g Revocable Trust 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana 
bankin.g corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
.BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, LAKE 
VTEW A.G, a Liechtenstein company, 
BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT 
VENTURE, an Idaho general 
partnership, ROBERT LEVIN, 
Trustee for the ROLAND M. 
CASATI FAMILY TRUST, dated 
Page 1 
Answers and Affir.m.ative Defenses to Cross 
Claims of Taylor Engineering, Inc., and 
Cross Claim ofBRN Development, Inc. 
BRN Defendants 
Case No. CV09-2619 
ANSWERS AND AFFIRMATIVE 
DEFENSES OF CROSS 
DEFENDANTS BRN 
DEVELOPMENT, INC;, BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, LAKE VIEW 
AG, BRN·LAKE VIEW JOINT 
VENTURE, THE ROLAND M. 
CASAT} FAMILY TRUST, DATED 
JUNE 5, 2008, AND THE RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUSrTO 
CROSSCLAIMSOFTAYLOR 
ENGINEERING, INC., AND CROSS 
CLAIM OF BRN DEVELOPMENT, 
INC. AGAINST TAYLOR 
ENGINEERING, INC. 
PAGE el2!23 
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June 5, 2008, RYKER YOUNG, 
Trustee for the RYKER YOUNG 
REVOCABLE TRUST, MARSHALL 
CHESRO'WN, a single man, IDAHO 
ROOFING SPECIALIST, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company, 
THORCO, INC., an, Idaho 
corporation, CONSOLIDATED 
SUPPL Y COMPANY, an Oregon 
corporation, INTERSTATE 
CONCRETE & ASPHALT 
COMPANY, an Idaho corporati.on, 
CONCRETE FINISHING, INC., an 
Arizona corporation, THE TURF 
'CORPORATION, an, Idaho 
corporation, WADSWORTH G0.LF 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY OF 
THE SOUTHWEST, a Delaware 
corporation, POLIN & YOUNG 
CONSTRUCTION, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, TAYLOR 
ENGINEERING, INC., a WashiJlgton 
corporation, PRECISION 
IRRIGATTON, INC., an Arizona 
corporation, and SPOKANE 
WILBERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington co!poration, d/b/a 
WILBERT PRECAST, 
Defendants. 
And 
TAYLOR ENGINEERING, INC., a 
Washin,gton corporation, 
v. 
Page 2 
Third-Party 
Plaintiff, 
Answers and. AffIrmative Defenses to Cross 
Claims of Taylor Engineering, Inc.,. and 
Cross Claim of BRN Development, Tne. 
:a~N Defendants .,' 
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ACI NORTHWEST, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; STRATA, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; and SUNDANCE 
INVESTMENTS, LLP, an. Idaho 
limited liability limited partnership, 
Third-Pa.rty 
Defendants. 
L L & R 
ANSWERS AlSJ) AFFIRMATIVE IptFENSES 
TO TAYLOR ENGINEERING'S 
COUNTERCLAIM AND CROSS CLAIMS 
PAGE 04/23 
BRN Development, Inc., BRN Investments, LLC, Lake View AG, BRN-
Lake View Joint Venture, the Roland M. Casati Family Trust, dated June 5, 2008, 
and the Ryker Youn.g Revocable Trust (the ~'BRN Defendants"), by an.d through 
their attorney John R. Layman and LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP, 
answer as follows: 
ANS"WERS TO COUNTERCLAIM AND CROSS .. CLAIM 
I. Parties 
1.1 Paragraph 1. 1. Admitted. 
1.2 Paragraph 1.2. Admitted. 
J.3 Paragraph 1.3. Admitted. 
1.4 Paragraph 1..4. Admitted. 
1.5 Paragraph 1.5. Admitted that Lake View AG is a Liechtenstein 
com.pany which has conducted an. isolated business transaction within the State of 
Page 3 
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Idaho, and claims an interest in. the property. Denied to the extent the cross 
claimant seeks to establish that Lake View AG IS conducting a business within the 
State of Idaho. 
1.6 Paragraph 1.6. Admitted, 
1.7 Paragraph 1.7. Admitted. 
1.8 Paragraph 1.8. Admitted. 
1.9 Paragraph 1.9. Admitted as to Marshall Chesrown's ("Chesrown") 
marital status and claim.ed interest, but denjed as to residency. 
1.10 Paragraph 1.10. Adm.itted that Idaho Roofing Specialists, LLC 1.S 
believed to claim an in.terest in a portion of the real property. BRN Defendants 
lack information sufficient to form a belief as to the remain.jng allegations and 
ther.efore deny the same. 
1.11 Paragraph 1.11. Admitted that Thorco .• Inc. is believed to claim an 
interest 1n a portion of the real property. BRN Defendan.ts lack information 
sufficien.t to fonn a belief as to the remaining allegation.s and therefore deny the 
same. 
1.12 Paragraph 1.12. Denied. Consolidated Supply Company is believed 
to have released any interest in the real property. BRN Defendants lack 
information suffi.cient to form. a belief as to the remaining allegations and therefore 
deny the sam.e. 
Page 4 
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1.13 Paragraph 1.13. Admitted that Concrete & Asphalt Compan.y is 
believed to claim an interest 1.n. a portion of the real property. BRN Defendants 
lack information sufficient to form a belief as to the remaining allegations an.d 
therefore deny the same. 
1.14. Paragraph 1.14. Admitted that Con.crete Finishing, .[nc. is believed 
to claim an interest in. a portion. of the real property. BRN Defendants lack 
jnfonnation sufficient to fonn a belief as to the remaining allegations an.d therefore 
deny the same. 
1.1.5 Paragraph 1.15. Admitted that The Turf Corporation is believed to 
claim an interest in a portion of the real property. BRN Defendants lack 
inform.ation sufficient to fonn a belief as to the remaining allegations and therefore 
deny the same. 
1.16 Pa.ragraph 1.16. Adm.itted. 
1.17 Paragraph 1.1 7 Admitted. 
1.18 Paragraph 1.18. Admitted. 
1.19 Paragraph 1.19. Admitted. 
II. Factu.31 Bacl{ground 
2.1 PaTagraph. 2.1. Denied to the extent that such allegations 
characterize any written agreements as any such. writing speaks for itself. 
Page 5 
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2.2 Paragraph 2.2. Admitted that Taylor En.gineering, Inc. ("Taylor 
Engineering") perfonned to som.e extent. BRN Defendants lack infonnation. 
sufficient to fonn a belief as to the remaining allegations and therefore deny the 
same. 
2.3 Paragraph 2.3. Adm.itted. 
2.4 Paragraph 2.4. Admitted. 
2.5 Paragraph 2.5. Admitted. 
2.6 Paragraph 2.6. Adm.itted that the lien was filed as alleged. BRN 
Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, rank, and priority 
of the lien. 
2.7 Paragraph 2.7. Admitted that the Amended Notice of Claim of Ll.en. 
was filed as alleged. BRN Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, 
sufficiency, rank, and priority of the lien. 
2.7 (sic) Second Paragraph 2.7. Admitted that other parties claim an, 
interest ;,n the property. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to form a 
belief as to the remaining allegation,s and therefore deny the same. 
III. Breach of Contract 
3.1 Paragraph 3.1. With respect to allegations contained in paragraph 
3.1, BRN Defendants jncorporate and restate the answers set forth above as if fully 
set forth herein. 
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3.2 Paragraph 3.2. Denied that Chesrown was a contracting party. BRN 
Defen.dants lack information sufficient to form a belief as to the remaining 
aHegations a.nd therefore deny the same. 
3.3 Paragraph 3.3. Denied to the extent that such allegations 
characterize the provision of any written agreemen.ts as such docum.ents speak for 
themselves and denied to the extent that such allegati.on.s seek to establish 
unproven balances due. 
IV. Lien Foredosure 
4.1 Paragraph 4.1. With respect to allegations contained in paragraph 
4.1, BRN Defendants incotporate and restate the an.swers set forth above as if fully 
set forth herein. 
4.2 Paragraph 4.2. Admitted. 
4.3 Paragraph 4.3. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to fonn. 
a belief as to these allegations and therefore deny the same. 
4.4 Par.agraph 4.4. Admitted that the liens were filed as alleged. BRN 
Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, rank, and priority 
of the liens. 
4.5 Par.agraph 4.5. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficjent to fonn 
a belief as to these allegations and therefore deny the sam.e. 
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4.6 Paragraph 4.6. Admitted that the Court should detennine the 
priority of the interests in the property. BRN Defendants lack infonnation 
sufficient to form. a belief as to the remaining allegations and therefor.e deny the 
same. 
4.7 Paragraph 4.7. Denied to the extent that such allegations seek to 
establish unproven balances due. BRN Defendants lack infonnatiotl. sufficient to 
form. a belief as to the r.emaining allegations an.d therefore deny the same. 
4.8 Paragraph 4.8. Denied. 
V. Unjust Enrichment 
5.1 Paragraph 5.1. With respect to allegations con.tain.ed in paragraph 
5.1, BRN Defen.dants incorporate and restate the answers set forth above as if fully 
set forth herein. 
5.2 Paragraph 5.2. Denied as to any allegations that suggest ChesroWT.l. 
ever acted in an individual capacity. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient 
to form a belief as to tbese allegations and therefore deny the same. 
5.3 Paragraph 5.3. Admitted that Taylor Engineering was not paid in 
full, but denied as to any allegations that suggest Chesrown ever acted in. an. 
individual capacity. BRN Defendants Jack infonnation sufficient to forro a belief 
as to the rem.aining allegations and therefore deny the same. 
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5 A Paragraph 5.4. Denied to the extent that the allegations seek to 
establish unproven balances due. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
I. Cross-claimant fails to state a claim upon which relief can be 
granted. 
2. Cross-claim.ant's claims are barred by the doctrines of waiver, laches 
and! or estoppeL 
3. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean. hands. 
4. Cross-claimant's claims and the relief sought therefTom. would 
constitute unj ust enrichment of Cross-claimant to tbe detriment of BRN 
Defendants. 
5. The damages, jf any, aJ.leged by Cross-claimant were directly and 
proximately caused by the unreasonableness, failure, neglect, and refusal of Cross-
claimant to ex.erClse reasonable diligence and effort to mitigate the dam.ages 
alleged. 
6. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by failure of consideration. 
7. Cross-claimant' s claims are barred by express contract. 
8. Cross-claiMant's claims are barred by implied contract, either .in law 
or in fact. 
9. Cross~claimant's claims are barred by breach of contract. 
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] O. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by the statute of fr.auds. 
11. Cross-claimant fails to state facts sufficient to allow for Cross-
claimant's recovery of attorneys' fees. 
12. Cross-claimant's recovery in this action, if any, should be ba..rred or 
reduced in accordance with the Doctrin.e of Avoidable Consequences. 
] 3. Cross-claimant's recovery in this action, if any, shouJd be barred or 
reduced in accordance with the Doctrine of Force Majeure. 
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ATTORNEYS' FEES 
To defend against this action, BRN Defendants retained the services of 
Layman) Layman & Robinson, PLLP. BRN Defendants are entitled to an award 
of attorneys' fees and costs pursuant to Idaho Code §§ .12-120 and 12a 12J, an.d 
Rule 54 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, BRN Defendants pray for judgment as follows: 
A. That Cross-claim.ant takes nothing by way of its cross claims; 
B. For an award of attorneys' fees and costs in defending tbis action; 
C. For such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC.'~ CROSS CLAIMS 
BRN Development, Inc. ("BRN Development") by and through its attorney 
Jobn. R. Layman and LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP, cross claims 
against Taylor En.gineering as follows: 
CROSS CLAIM 
1. BRN Development is an Idaho corporation conducting business in, 
Kooten.ai County, Idaho. BRN Development claims an interest in. a portion of the 
real property that is the subj ect of this action. 
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2. Chesrown is a single mall and resident of Spokane County, 
Washington. Chesrown claims an interest in a por11.oo of the rea1 pr.operty that is 
the subject of this action. 
3. Taylor Engineering is a Washington corporation conducting business 
in Kootenai County, Idaho. 
4. American Bank is a Montana banking cotporatjoo, and its primary 
place of business is Bozeman, Montana. American. Bank has a secured interest i.n 
the real property that is the subject of this action., securing the outstanding balance 
of a loan to BRN Development in the initial lent amount of $15,000,000.00 (the 
"American Bank Loan"). The legal and economic interests of American Bank as a 
lender to BRN Development and a Plaintiff in this action are adverse to the legal 
and econo:rr.ti.c interests of BRN .Development as a borrower from American Ban.k 
and a Defendant in this action .. 
5. Taylor Engineering entered into an oral agreement (the 
·'Agr.eement") with BRN Developmen.t, un.der which Taylor En.gin.eering would 
provide certain professional services and engineering services (the "Services") 
reJati.n.g to the Black Rock North Project in Kootenai County, Idaho (the "BRN 
Property," as legally described in American. Bank's Complaint). 
6. The Services included certain work relating to the application. for 
approval of a planned unit development appr.oval for Black Rock North (the "BRN 
Page 12 
..A.nswers and Affirmative Defenses to Cross 
Claims of Taylor. Engineering, Inc., and 
Cross Claim ofBRN Development, In.c:. 
BRN Defendants 604 
0S/23/2009 16:18 L L & R PAGE 14/23 
PUD"), approval of a subdivision within the BRN PUD known as Black Rock 
North Phase 1, and approval of a subdivision within. the BRN PUD known as 
Black Rock North 1 st Addition. 
7. As of May 18,2009, Taylor Engineering had not been. fully paid for 
the invoices that bad been presented to BRN Development for the Services and 
had filed an. Amended Claim of Lien against the BRN Property in. the amount of 
$150,938.77. On that date, through. their counsel, Taylor Eng1.11.eeri.ng transmitted 
a letter (the "Taylor Letter") to BRN Development, Chesrown, American Bank, 
and Samuel demanding payment of the amount of the Claim of Lien, together with 
interest, fees, and costs totaling $177,274.08. A copy of the Taylor Letter is 
attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
8. The Taylor Letter contained numerous representati.ons of fact 
regarding the deadline for final subdivision approval, including: 
Page 13 
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North - 1st Addition was extended for an additi.onal 120 
days until May 29, 2009 ... if the final subdivisi.on. approval 
is not completed. and recorded by May 29, 2009, the PUD 
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involved, and the property wi]] revert to its prior zoning and 
. density. . . If the property use reverts to the above zones, a 
significant number of the existing proposed lots will be lost 
as they won.'t comply' with the requirements of the 
applicable zones. 
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9. The representations of fact set forth in the Taylor Letter regardjng 
the deadlin.e for finaJ subdivision approval were false. The two year period 
following preliminary plat approval expires on October 24, 2009. The PUD was 
alrcady vested, and the preliminary plat would not expire if final approval was not 
obtained by May 29,2009. 
10. The Taylor Letter also offered to proceed with engineering services 
on behalf of "whoever pays the amount owed" and "assign its rights" to that party, 
as follows: 
Taylor En.gineering, Inc. has been. very involved with the 
survey, design, and preHminary plat approval process for 
this property since 2005. It has obviously invested a great 
deal of work product and it holds a great deal of knowledge 
and. expertise regarding this property. On.ce paid the amount 
sct forth below, Taylor Engineering, Inc. is prepared to 
complete the necessary documents, request the signatures 
from. Kootenai County, the Worley Highway Distrjct, and 
the Panhandle Health District, and then deliver the 
documents to whoever pays the amount owed. Taylor 
Engineering, In.c. will also assign its rights in this matter to 
that party. 
II. The numerous factual representations set forth in the Taylor Letter 
ate consistent with num.erous previous factual representations made by Taylor. 
Engineering (collectively, the "Taylor Representations") to BRN Development 
and Chcsrown. The Taylor Representations have been. relied upon by BRN 
Development and. Chest'oW11, and have been incorporated by BRN Development 
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and Chesrown in multiple communications to American Bank, Samuel, and other 
parties. 
12. The Taylor Representations, by design, mislead BRN Development 
and Chesrown into believing that additional Services were n.ecessa..ry to preserve 
the economic value of Black Rock North. Based on. the Taylor Representation.s, 
BRN Development an.d Chesrown engaged Taylor Engineering to perform such 
additional Services. 
13. The Taylor Representations, by design., mislead American Bank an.d 
Samuel into believing that additional Services were necessary to preserve the 
economic value of Black Rock North. The Taylor Representations created a false 
sense of urgency that was detrimental to the efforts of BRN Development an.d 
Chesrown. to rehabilitate Black Rock North. 
14. Taylor Engineerin.g had a duty to conscientiously avoid any conflict 
of interest with an employer or client, and, when unavoidable, to disclose the 
circumstances in writing to the employer or client. In addition., Taylor 
Engin.eering had a duty to promptly inform. BRN Development and Chesrown in 
writing of any busin.ess association, interests, or circumstances which could 
influen.ce Taylor Engineering's judgment or quality of service, or jeopardize the 
clients' interests. 
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15. Taylor Engin.eering breached its duty to avoid any conflict of interest 
with its duties to BRN Development and Chesrown.. 
16. Taylor Engineering had a duty to not accept compensation, financial 
or otherwise, from more than one party for services on. Black Rock North; or for 
servi.ces pertaining to Black Rock North, without fully disclosin.g those 
circumstances, in. writing, in advance and with the consent of BRN Development 
and Chesrown. 
17. Taylor Engineering breached its duty to BRN Developm.ent and 
Chesrown by seeking compensation from. more than one party for services on the 
sam.e project, or for services pertaining to the same pr.oject, as those circumstances 
had not been fully disclosed, in writing, in advance and agreed to by a11 interested 
parties. 
18. Taylor En.gineering had a du.ty to n.ot reveal confidential facts, data, 
or inform.ation obtained in a professional capacity without prior written con.sen.t of 
the client or employer except as authorized or required by law. 
19. Taylor Engineering' breached its duty to BRN Development and 
Chesrown. by offering to reveal confidential facts, data, or information obtain.ed in. 
i.ts professional capacity without prior written consent of BRN Development and 
Chesrown. 
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20. Taylor Engineering had a duty to BRN Development and Chesrown 
to exercise such care, skill., and diligence in the performance of the Services as 
others in its profession would ordinarily exercise under like circumstances, i.n 
accordance with tl1e standard of care for the. professi.on of Professional Engineers 
and Professional Land Surveyors within the State of Idaho. Th.at standar.d, at 
minim.um., is set forth by the standards governing the conduct of the business of 
.Professional Engineers and Professional Land Surveyors, as regulated by the 
Rules Of Professional Responsi.bility of the Idaho Board of Registration of 
Professional Engineers and Professional Land Surveyors, IDAPA 10.01.02, Rules 
of Professional Responsibility (the "Rules") 1, which are binding in the state of 
Idaho upon every person holding a certificate of registration as a Professional 
Engineer or Professional Land Surveyor, and on all entities authorized to offer or 
perform engineering or land surveying services through a. business entity. 
21. Taylor En.gin.eering breached its duty to exercise such care, skill, and 
diligence to B.RN Development and Chesrown . 
.II. Second Cause of Action 
Negligent Mi.srepresentation 
22. .BRN Development re-alleges the allegations of Paragraphs 1 
through 21 as though set forth in full herein. 
1 The Rules, although illustrative of Taylor Engineering's stan.dard of care, 
are not an independent basis for an action involving civilliability. 
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23. Taylor Engineering had a d.uty to BRN Development and Chesrown 
to be complete, objective, and truthful in all communications with BRN 
Development and Chesrown. 
24. Taylor Engi..neering, through its negligence, breached its duty to be 
complete, objective, and tmthfu.l in all commun.ications with BRN Development 
and Chesrown, an.d misrepresented material facts regardi.n.g the scope of Servi,ces 
required by BRN Deve]opment and Chesrown to preserve the economi,c value of 
Black Rock North. 
III. Third Cause of Action 
Intentiona) Misrepresentation 
25. BRN Development rc-al1eges the allegations of Paragraphs 1 
through 24 as though set forth in full h.erein. 
26. Taylor En,gin,eering had a duty to BRN Developm.ent and Chesrown 
to be complete, objective, and truthful in. all communications with BRN 
Development and Chesrown. 
27. Taylor Engineering, through its imen.tional misrepresentations, 
breached its duty to be complete, objective, an.d truthful in all comm.unicati.ons 
with BRN Development and Chesrown, and misrepresented material facts 
regarding the scope of Services required by BRN Development and Chesrown to 
preserve the economic valu.e of Black Rock North, 
ATTORNEYS' FEES 
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To prosecute thjs cross claim .• BRN Development retai.ned the services of 
Layman, Layman & Robinson, PLLP. BRN Development is entitled to an award 
of attorneys' fees and costs pursuant to Idaho Code §§ 12·120 and 12·121, and 
Rule 54 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
PM YER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, BRN Development prays for judgment as fo11ows: 
J. For judgment against Taylor En.gineering in. an amount to be 
detennined at trial. 
2. For recovery of BRN Development's attorneys' fees and costs 
in.curred herein. 
3. For such other and further relief as the court deems to be just and 
equitable. 
DATED this d? day of Sf/,it h,jlll, 2009. 
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LAYMAN, LA YMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
r 
JOHN . ItAYMAN, ISB #6825 
Attorney for BRN Development, Inc., BRN 
Investments, LLC, Lake Vi.ew AG, BRN-Lake 
View Joint Venture, the Roland M. Casati 
Family Trust, dated June 5, 2008, an.d the Ryker 
Young RevocabJe Trust 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 2'3 day O~009, I 
cau~ed :0 be served. a true an.d correct copy of the foregoin.g document upon the 
paroes hsted below m the man:ners indicated: 
. AMERICAN BANK, a Montana Banking 
Corporation: 
Nancy L. IsserJis (ISB #7331.) . 
Elizabeth A. Tellessen (ISB #7393) 
Winston & Cashatt 
250 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 107 A 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 
Facsimile: (509) 838-1416 
and 
Randall A. Perennan (ISB #1944) 
C. Clayton Gill 
Moffatt, Th.omas, Barrett, Rock & Fjelds, Chtd. 
101 South Capitol Blvd., lOth Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, Idaho 83701-0829 
Facsimile: (208) 385-5384 
THORCO, INC.: 
Charles B. Lempesis (ISB #2550) 
Attorney at Law 
201 West Seventh A venue 
Post Falls, Idaho 83854 
Facsimile: (208) 773-1044 
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WADSWORTH GOLF CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY OF THE SOUTHWEST: 
.Edward J. Anson (ISB #2074) 
Witherspoon, Kelley, Davenport & Toole, P.S. 
608 Northwest Boulevard. Suite #300 
Coeur. d' Alene, Idaho 83814-2146 
Facsimile: (208) 667·8470 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION: 
Richard D. Campbell 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PT",LC 
41.6 Symons, Building 7 
South Howard Street 
Spokane, Wash.i.ngton 99201-3816 
Facsimile: (509) 455-7111 
THE TURF CORPORATION: 
Edward J. Anson (ISB #2074) 
Witherspoon Kelley Davenport & Toole PS 
608 Northwest Boulevard, Suite #300 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814-2146 
Facsimile: (208) 6674 8470 
.PRECISION IRRIGATION, INC.: 
Christopher D. Gabbert 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest Boulevard 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83816·1336 
Facsimile: (208) 6644 5884 
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TAYLOR ENGINEERING, .INC.: 
William D, Hyslop (ISa #7141) 
Lukins & Mmis, P.S. 
1600 Washington Trost Fin.ancial Center 
771 West Sprague Avenue 
Spokane, Washington 99201·0466 
Facsimile; (509) 747-2323 
.BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., BRN . 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, LAKE VIEW AG, 
BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT VENTURE, the 
ROLAND M. CASATI FAMILY TRUST, 
DATED .JUNE 5, 2008, and the RYk.'"E.R 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST: 
Associated Counsel: 
Barry W. Davidson 
Davidson Backman Medeiros PLLC 
1550 Bank of America Financial Center 
601 West Riverside Avenue 
Spokane, Washington 9920] 
Facsimile: (509) 623·1660 
ACI NORTHWEST, INC.: 
Steven C. Wetzel 
Wetzel, Wetzel & Holt 
1322 West Kathleen. A ve.nue, Suite 2 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83815 
Facsimile: (208) 664·6741 
BY:~~ 
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STATE OF IDAHO } ss. COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
JOHN R. LA YMAN, ISB #6825 ~ 0).Ce 
LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
5431 N. Government Way, Suite lOlA 
2009 SEP 23 PH It: 28 
~~~ Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83815 (800) 377-8883 
(509) 624-2902 (fax) 
Please Fax and Mail To: 
LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
601 S, Division Street 
Spokane, Washin.gton 99202 
(509) 455-8883 
(509) 624-2902 (fax) 
Attorney for BRN Development, Jnc., BRN Investments, LLC, 
Lake View AG, BRN-Lake View Joint Venture, 
the Roland M. Casan Family Trust, dated June 5,2008, an.d 
the Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana 
banki.ng corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an. 
Idaho corporation, BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, LAKE 
VIEW AG, a Liechten.stein. company, 
BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT 
VENTURE, an Idaho general 
partnership, ROBERT LEVIN, 
Trustee for the ROLAND M. 
CASATI FAMILY TRUST, dated 
June 5,2008, RYKER YOUNG, 
Page 1. 
Case No. CV09-2619 
ANSWERS AND AFFIRMATIVE 
DEFENSES OF CROSS 
DEFENDANTS BRN 
DEVELOPMENT, INC., BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, LAKE VIEW 
AG, BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT 
VENTURE, THE ROLAND M. 
CASATI FAMILY TRUST, DATED 
JUNE 5, 2008, AND THE RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST TO 
CROSS CLAIMS OF 
WADSWORTH GOLF 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY OF 
THE SOUTHWEST 
Answers and Affinnative Defen.ses to Cross Claims of 
Wadsworth Golf Con.struction Company of the Southwest 
BRN Defendants 6 -1 L; 
I ,_ 
Tnlstee for tIle RYKER YOUNG 
REVOCABLETRUST,~RSHALL 
CHESROWN, a single man, IDAHO 
ROOFING SPECIALIST, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company, 
THORCO, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, CONSOLIDATED 
SUPPL Y COMPANY, an. Oregon 
corporation, INTERSTATE 
CONCRETE & ASPHALT 
COMPANY, an Idaho corporation, 
CONCRETE FINISHING, INC., an 
Arizona corporation, THE TURF 
CORPORATION, an. Idaho 
corporation, WADSWORTH GOLF 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY OF 
THE SOUTHWEST, a Delaware 
corporation, POLIN & YOUNG 
CONSTRUCTION, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, TAYLOR 
ENGINEERING, INC., a Washington 
corporation, PRECISION . 
IRRIGATION, INC., an Ari.zon.a 
corporation, and SPOKANE 
WILBERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington corporation., d/b/a 
WILBERT PRECAST, 
Defendants. 
L L & I"( 
WADSWORTH GOLE'S CB,QS§ CLAIMS 
:SRN DeVelopment, Inc., BRN In.vestments, LLC, Lake Vi.ew AG, BRN· 
Lake View Joint Venture, the Roland M. Casati Family Trust, dated June 5, 2008, 
and the Ryker Young Revocable Trust (the "BRN Defendants"), by and through 
their attorney John R. Laym.an and LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP, 
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answer as follows: 
COUNTERCLAIM AND CROSS CLAIMS 
1. Paragraph XVII: Admitted. 
2. Paragraph XVIII: Admitted. 
3. Paragraph XIX: Admitted. 
4. Paragraph XX: Admitted except that BRN Defendan.ts lack 
infonnation sufficient to form. a belief as to the allegation that Wadsworth Golf 
Construction Compan.y of the Southwest ("Wadsworth") had no notice of any 
interest of Am.erican Bank when it commenced to furnish labor an.d materials and 
therefore deny the same. 
5. Paragraph XXI: Admitted. 
6. Paragraph XXII: Denied to the extent that such allegations seek to 
establish unproven balances due, or the applicability of Idaho law to the 
establishment of a rate of interest, and to the extent that such allegations 
characterize the provision.s of written agreements. as those documents speak for 
themselves. 
7. Paragraph XXIII: Admitted that a lien was filed as alleged. BRN 
Defendants reserve an rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, rank, and priority 
of the tien. 
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8. Paragraph XXIV: Admitted that the Court has authority to 
determine lien priority. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to form a 
belief as to the remaining allegations and therefore deny the same. 
9. Paragraph XXV: Admitted. 
lO. Paragraph XXVI: Admitted that the lien. was filed as alleged, and 
BRN Defendants reserve aU rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, rank, and 
pri.otity of the lien. BRN Defendants lack inf011l1ation. sufficient to form a belief 
as to the remaining allegation.s and therefore deny the same. 
11. Paragraph XXVII: Admitted that the lien was filed as alleged, and 
BRN Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, rank, and 
priority of the lien. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to form a beHef 
as to the remain.in.g allegations and therefore deny the same. 
12. Paragraph XXVIII: Admitted. 
13. Paragraph XXIX: Admitted that Lake View AG is a Liechtenstein 
company which has conducted an isolated business transaction within. the State of 
Idaho, and that Lake Vjew AG 1S a mortgagee as indicated. Denied to the extent 
the cross claimant seeks to establish that Lake View AG is conducting a business 
within the State of Idaho. 
14. Paragraph XXX: Admitted that the clai.m. of lien was filed as 
alleged. BRN Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, 
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rank, and priority of the lien. BRN Defendants lack infontl.ation sufficie.nt to form 
a belief as to the remaining allegation.s and therefore deny the same. 
15. Paragrapb XXXI: Admitted that the claim of liens were filed as 
aUeged. BRN Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, 
rank, and priority of the lie.ns. BRN Defendants lack informatiO.n. sufficient to 
fow a belief as to the remaining allegations and therefore deny the sam.e. 
16. Paragraph XXXII: Admitted that the claim O.f Hen was filed as 
alleged. BRN Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, 
rank, and priority of the lien. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to fOIm 
a belief as to the remaining allegations and therefore deny the same. 
17. Paragraph XXXIII: Admitted that the claim. of lien was filed as 
alleged. BRN Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, 
rank, and priority of the lien. BRN Defendants lack infO.rmation sufficient to form 
a belief as to the remaining allegations and therefore deny the same. 
18. Paragraph XXXIV: Admitted that Polin & Young CO.nstruction, Inc. 
is an Jdaho corporation whose principal place of business is in. Kootenai County, 
Idaho., and that the claim of lien. was filed as alleged. BRN Defenda11ts reserve all 
rights to dispute the am.ount, sufficiency, rank, and priority of the lien. 
19. Paragraph XXXV: Admitted tbat Taylor Engineering, ID.c. is a 
Washington corporation that conducts business in. Kootenai County, Idaho, and 
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filed its claim. of lien as alleged. BRN Defendants r.eserve all rights to dispute the 
amount, suffi,ciency, rank, and priority of the lien. 
20. Paragraph Xxxv]: Admitted that Precision Irrigation~ Inc. is an 
Adzona corporation conducting business in Kootenai County, Idaho, and the claim 
of lien was filed as alleged. BRN Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the 
amount, suffi,ciency, rank, and priority of the lien. 
21. Paragraph XXXVII: Admitted that Spokane Wilbert Vault Co. is a 
Washington corporation doing business in Kootenai County, Idaho, and the claim 
of lien was filed as alleged. BRN Defendants reserve all rights to dispute the 
amount, sufficiency, rank, an.d priority of the lien. 
22. Paragraph XXXVIII: Admitted to the extent consistent with the 
preceding answers. 
23. Paragraph XXXJX: BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficien.t to 
fonn a belief as to the remaining allegations and therefore deny the same. 
24. Paragraph XL: Admitted that the court is authorized to determine 
legal issues. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to form a belief as to the 
remaining allegation.s and therefore deny the same. BRN Defendants reserve all 
righ.ts to dispute the am.ounts, sufficiency, ranks, an.d priorities of liens. 
25. Paragraph XLI: To the extent this paragraph contains any 
allegations, BRN Defendants Jack infonnation sufficient to form a belief as to any 
such allegations and therefore deny the same. 
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AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
1. Cross-claimant fails to state a claim upon which rellef can be 
granted. 
2. Cross-claimant's claim.s are barred by the doctrmes ofwaivcr, laches 
and/or estoppel. 
3. Cross-c1ajmant's claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean. hands. 
4. Cross-claimant's claims and the relief sought therefrom. would 
constitute unjust enrjchmen.t of Cross-claimant to the detriment of BRN 
Defendants. 
5. The damages, if any, alleged by Cross-claimant were directly and 
proximate1y caused by the unreasonableness, failure, neglect, and refusal of Cross-
claimant to exercise reasonable diligen.ce and effort to mitigate the damages 
allegcd. 
6. Cross~claimant's claims are barred by failure of consideration. 
7, CToss-clai.m.ant's claims are barred by express contract. 
8. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by implied contract, either in. law 
or in fact. 
9. Cross-claim.ant's claims are barred by breach of contract. 
10. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by the statute of frauds, 
11. Cross-claimant fails to state facts sufficient to allow for Cross-
claimant's recovery of attorneys' fees. 
Page 7 
Answers and Affmnative Defenses to Cross Claims of 
Wadsworth Golf Construction Company of the Southwest 
.BRN Defendanl~ 6 " 1 
L., 
1.2. Cross-claimant's recovery in. this action, if any, should be barred or 
reduced in accordance with the Doctrine of Avoidable Consequences. 
13. Cross-claimant's recovery in this action, if any, should be barred or 
reduced in accordance with the Doctrine of Force Majeur.e. 
ATTORNEYS' FEES 
To defend against this action, BRN Defendants retai.n,ed the services of 
Layman, Layman & Robinson., PLLP. BRN Defendants are entitled to an award 
of attorneys' fees and costs pursuant to Idaho Code §§ 12-120 an.d 12-121" and 
Rule 54 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, BRN Defendants pray for judgm.ent as follows: 
A. That Cross-claimant takes nothing by way of its Cross Claims; 
B. For an award of attorn.eys' fees and costs in, defending this action; 
C. For such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 
DATED this 20 day of August 2009. 
p 
LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
JOHN R~AYMAN, ISB #6825 
Attorney for BRN Development, Inc., BRN 
Investments, LLC, Lake View AG, BRN-Lake 
View Joint Venture, the Roland .M. Casati. 
Family Trust, dated Jun.e 5, 2008, an.d the Ryker 
Young Revocable Trust 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 2.J day O~009, I 
cau~ed ~o be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document upon. the 
parties hsted below in. the manners indicated: 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montan.a .Banking 
Corporation: 
Nancy L. Isserlis (ISB #7331) 
.Elizabeth A. Tellessen (ISB #7393) 
Winston & Cashatt 
250 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 1. 07 A 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 
Facsimile: (509) 838·1416 
and 
Randall A. Petennan. (ISB #1944) 
C. Clayton Gill 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chtd. 
101 South Capitol Blvd., 10th .Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, Idaho 83701·0829 
Facsimile: (208) 385-5384 
THORCO, INC.: 
Charles B. Lern.pesls (ISB #2550) 
Attorney at Law 
201 West Seventh Avenue 
Post Falls, Idaho 83854 
Facsimile: (208) 773·1044 
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ELECTRONIC MEANS 
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CJ 
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REGULAR MAIL • 
CERTJFIED MAIL 0 
HAND DELNERED 0 
FACSIMILE 0 
ELECTRONIC MEANS· 0 
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WADSWORTH GOLF CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY OF THE SOUTHWEST: 
Edward Anson. (ISB #2074) 
Witherspoon,'Kelley, Davenport & Toole, P.S. 
608 Northwest Boulevard, Suite #300 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814-2146 
Facsimile: (208) 667-8470 
Po.LIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION: 
Richard D. Campbell 
Campbell, .Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
416 Symons, Building 7 
South Howard Street 
Spokane, Washington 99201~3816 
Facsim.i1e: (509) 455-7111 
THE TURF CORPORATION: 
Richard L. Stacey 
Meuleman Mollemp, LLP 
775 West Front Street, Suite #200 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Facsimile: (208) 336-9712 
PRECISION IRRIGA nON, INC.: 
Christopher D. Gabbert 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest Boulevard 
.P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83816~ 1336 
Facsimlle: (208) 664-5884 
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TAYJ ... OR ENGINEERING, INC.: 
William D. Hyslop (ISB #7141) REGULAR MAIL 
Lukins & Annis, P.S. CERTIFIED MAIL 
1600 Washington. Trust Financial Center HAND DELNERED 
771 West Sprague Avenue FACSIMILE 
Spokane, Washington 99201.·0466 ELECTRONIC MEANS 
r::acsimile: (509) 747-2323 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, LAKE VIEW AG, 
BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT VENTURE, the 
ROLAND M. CASATI F AMIJ" Y TR.UST, 
.DATED JUN.E 5, 2008, and the RYKER 
YOUNG REVOCABLE .TRUST: 
Associated Counsel: 
Barry W. Davidson REGULAR MAIL 
Davidson Backman Medeiros PLLC CERTIFIED MAIL 
1550 Bank of America Financial Center HAND DELIVERED 
601 W cst Riverside Avenue FACSIMILE 
Spokane, Washington. 99201 ELECTRONIC MEANS 
Facsimi.le: (509) 623-1660 
ACI NORTHWEST, INC.: 
Steven C. Wetzel REGULAR MAIL 
Wetzel, Wetzel & Holt CERTIFIED MAIL 
1322 West Kathleen A venue, Suite 2 HAND DELIVERED 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83815 FACSIMILE 
Facsimile: (208) 664·6741 ELECTRONIC MEANS 
BY:~~ 
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STATE OF IDAHO } 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAI S8 
FILED: 
PAGE 02/15 
JOI-IN R. LAYMAN, ISB: 6825 
L.A YMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
5431 N. Government Way, Suite 10'lA 
Coeur d'Alene, Idah.o 83815 
(800) 377-8883 
2009 OCT -7 P~f Ii! 29;'9 
CLERK DISTRICT COURft- ) 
~~~~~~~~UV~ 
(509) 624-2902 (fax) 
Please Fax and Mail To: 
LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PL.LP 
601 S. Division Street 
Spokane, Washington 99202 
(509) 455-8883 
(509) 624-2902 (fax) 
Attorney for BRN Development, Inc., BRN Investments, LLC, 
Lake View AG, .BRN~Lake View Joint Ventur.e, 
the Roland M. Casati Family Trust., dated June 5, 2008, and 
the Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FLRST JUDICIAL DlSTRICT 
.oF Tl:lE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana banking 
corporati.on, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an Idaho 
corpor.ation, BRN INVESTMENTS, LLC, 
an. Tdaho limited liability compan.y, LAKE 
VIEW AG, a Liec.htenstein company, 
BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT VENTURE, 
an Idaho generall'artnership, ROBERT 
LEVIN, Trustee for the ROLAND M. 
CASATI FAMTLY TRUST, dated June 5, 
2008, RYKER YOUNG, Trustee for the 
RYKER YOUNG .REVOCABLE 
TRUST, MARSHALJ .. CHESROWN, a 
single rnan~ IDAHO ROOFING 
SPECIALIST, LLC, an Idaho limited 
liability company, THORCO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, CONSo.LIDATED 
Case No. CV09-26J.9 
ANSWER AND AFFIRMATIVB 
DEFENSBS OF CROSS 
DEFBNDANTS BRN 
DBVELOPMENT, INC., BRN 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, LAKE VIEW 
AG, THE ROLAND M., CASATJ. 
FAMILY TRUST, DATED JUN~ 5, 
2008, AND THE RYKER YOUNG 
REVOCABLE TRUST TO COUNTER 
CLAIMS AND CROSS CLAIMS OF 
THE TURF CORPORATTON 
Answer. and Affinnativc Defenses ofBRNDefendants 
to Cross Claims of The Turf Corporation -1-
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SUPPLY COMPANY, an Oregon 
corporation, .lNTERSTA TE CONCRETE 
& ASPHALT COMPANY, an ldaho 
corporation, CONCRETE F.INISHING, 
lNC.! an Arizona corporation, THE TURF 
CORPORA. TION, an Idaho corporation, 
WADSWORTH GOLF 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY OF THE 
SOUTHWEST, a Delaware corporation, 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, 
lNC., an Idaho corporat1on, TAYLOR 
ENGINEERING, mc., a Washington 
corporation, PRECISION IRRIGATION, 
lNC., an Arizona corporation and 
SPOKANE WILBERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington corporation, d/b/a WILBERT 
PRECAST, 
Defendant. 
L L & R 
BRN Development, Inc., BRN Investments, LLC, Lake View AG, BRN· 
Lake View Joint Venture, the Roland M. Casati Family Trust, dated June 5, 2008, 
and the Ryker Young Revocable Trust (the "BRN Defendants"), by and through 
their attorney John R. Layman. and LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP, 
an.swer as follows; 
GENERAL ALLEC.A TIONS 
1. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
2. Admitted. 
3. Admitted. 
4. Admitted. 
Answer and Affirmative Defenses ofBRN Defendants 
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5. Admltted. 
6. Admitted. 
7. Admitted. 
8, BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to forn. a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
9. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to fonn a belief as to these 
aUegations and therefore deny the same. 
10. BRN Defendants lac.k information sufficjent to form a beljef as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
1 L BRN Defendants I.ack information sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the sam.e. 
12. BRN Defen.dants lack inform.ation sufficient to form a bellef as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
13'. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore den.y the same. 
14. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to fonn a belief as to these 
allegatjons and therefore deny th.e same. 
15. ERN Defendants .lack infonnation sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
16. BRN Defendants lack information suffi.cient to fonn a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
17. ERN Defendants lack information sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegatioIl.s and therefore deny the same. 
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18. Admitted. 
19. Denied to the extent that "Black Rock Development., Inc.,') owns or 1S' 
reputed to own. and Black Rock Development, Inc. claims or may cl,aim an interest in 
the Property. 
20. Admit that juri,sdictjon is proper to the extent consistent with the precedin.g 
answers. 
21. Admitted. 
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
(For Breach of Contract Against Black Roek Development) 
22. With respect to allegations contained in paragraph 22, BRN Defendants 
incorporate and restate the answers set forth above as if fuUy set forth herein. 
23. Admitted. 
24. Denied. 
25. Denied. 
26. BRN Defendan.ts lack information sufficient to fOm1 a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore den.y the same. 
27. Denied. 
28. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to form. a belief as to these 
allegations and. therefore deny the same. 
SECON.D CAUSE O.F ACTION 
(Quantum Meruit Against ,Black Rock Development) 
29. With respect to al1egations contained in paragraph 29, BRN Defendants 
incorporate and restate the answers set forth above as iffully set torth. herein. 
Answer and Affinnative Defenses of BRN Defendants 
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30. AdmH that Black Rock Development contracted Turf Co. for labor material 
and supplies, but deny the consi.deration was un.defined as reasonable. 
31. BRN Defen.dants lack information suffi.cie11t to form. a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
32. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
33. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to fonn a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
(For Open Book Account Af:ainst Black Rock Development) 
34. With respect to allegations contained in paragraph 34, BRN Defendants 
incorporate and restate the answers set forth above as if fl.1.1 ty set forth herein. 
35. Admit that Turf Co. provided Black Rock Development labor, materials, and 
supplies on an. open book account. BRN Defendants lack infoDllation sufficient to 
fo.o:n a belief as to the remaining allegations, and therefore deny the same. 
36. Denied. 
37. B.RN Defendants lack information sufficient to fonn a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the satrie. 
FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Account Stated Against Black Rocl< Developm.ent) 
38. With respect to allegations contained in paragraph 38, BRN .Defendants 
inC01110rate and restate the answers set forth above as if fully set fo.rth herein. 
Answer and Affmn.ative Defc.oses of BRN Defendants 
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39. Admit that Turf Co. provided Black Rock Development labor, materials, and 
supplies. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to fonn. a belief as to the 
remaining allegations, and therefore deny the same. 
40. Ad mitted. 
41. Denied. 
42. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to form. a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the sam.e. 
43. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to form a be.li.ef as to these 
allegatjons and therefore deny the same. 
FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Unjust EnT;chment Against Black Rock Development) 
44. With respect to allegatio.ns contained i.n paragraph 44, BRN Defendan.ts 
inco!porate and restate the answers set forth above as if fully set forth herein. 
45. Admit that labor, matelials, supplies and equip:ment furnished by Turf Co. 
were incorporated into the Property. Deny all remaining allegations. 
46. :Oemy. 
47. BRN Defendants .lack information sufficient to fonn. l:\ belief as to these 
allegation.s and therefore deny the same. 
SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(For Breach of Contract Against WadSwoTth) 
48. With. respect to allegations contained in. paragraph. 48, BRN Defendants 
incorporate and restate the answers set forth above as if fully set forth herein. 
49. BRN Defendants lack infonn.ation sufficient to fonn a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
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to Cross Claims of The Turf Corporation -6-
631 
11:1/0.7/2009 16: 21 509624 L L & R PAGE 08/15 
50. BRN Defendants lack inJonnation sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
51. BRN Defendants lack infomlation. sufficient to fonn a belief as to these. 
allegation.s and therefore deny the same. 
52. BRN Defendan.ts lack information suffi.cl.ent to fonn a belief as to these 
allegati.ons and therefore deny the same. 
53 .. 8RN Defendants lack information sufficient to form. a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
54. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to fonn a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Quantum Merui.t Against Wadsworth) 
55. With respect to allegations contained in paragraph 55, BRN Defendants 
incorporate and restate the answers set forth above as if fully set forth herein. 
56. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to form a beli.ef as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
57. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
58. BRN: Defendants Jack lluormation sufficient to form a bel1ef as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
59. BRN Defendants lack infonnati.on sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegatjons and therefore deny the same. 
EIGHTH. CAUSE OF ACTION 
(For Open Book Account Against Wadsworth) 
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60. With respect to allegations contained in paragrapb 60, BRN Defendants 
incorporate and restate the answers set forth above as if fully set forth herein. 
61. BRN Defendants lacl< infonnation sufficient to fonn a belief as to these 
alJegatio.l1s and therefore deny the same. 
62. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
63. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to fonn a belief as to these 
allegation.s an.d tberefore den.y the same. 
NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Account Stated Against Wadsworth) 
64. With respect to allegations contained in. paragraph. 64, ERN Defendants 
incorporate and restate the answers set forth above as if fully set fo.rth herein.. 
65. BRN Defendants Jack information sufficient to fonn a belief as to these 
allegatjons a1.Jd therefore deny the same. 
66. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to fonn a be.lief as to these 
al1egations and therefore deny the same. 
67. B.RN Defendants lack infomlation sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore den.y the sam.e. 
68. BRN Defendants lack information sufficient to fonn. a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
69. BRN Defen.dants I.ack information sufficient to form a. belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
A.o.swe.T and Affil11lative Defenses ofBRN Defendants 
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(Unjust Enricbment Against Wadsworth) 
70. With respect to allegati.ons contain.ed i.n paragraph 70, BRN Defendants 
incorporate an.d restate the answers set forth above as iffully set forth herei11. 
71. Admit that labor, materials, supplies, and equi.pment furnished by Turf Co .. 
have been incorporated into the Pro.perty. BRN Defendants lack infonnation 
sufficient to form. a belief as to the remaining allegations and therefore deny the same. 
72. BRN DefencL:1.nts lack information sufficient to fonn. a belief as to these 
allcgati Ol1S and therefore deny the same. 
73. BRt'l Defendants lack jnfonnation sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
EL.EVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Lien Foreclosure) 
74. With respect to allegations contained iJ.J paragraph 74, BRN Defendants 
incorporate an.d restate the an.swers set forth above as if fully set forth herein. 
75. Admitted that the Claim of Lien was filed as alJeged. ERN Defendants 
reserve all rights to dispute the amount, suffi.ejency, rank~ and priority of the Claim. of 
Lien. 
76. Adro,itted that the Claim of Lien was filed as alleged. BRN Defendants 
reserve all rights to dispute the amount, sufficiency, rank, and priority of the Clai.m. of 
Lien. 
77. No response is required. To the extent any allegation is m.ade, BRN 
Defendants lack informati.on sufficient to form a belief as to such allegation and 
therefore deny the same. 
Answer and Affinn.ative Defenses of BRN Defendants 
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78. Admitted that Tu.rf Co. provided I.abor, materials, and equipment. BRN 
.Defen.dants lack infonnation sufficient to form a beUef as to the remaining allegations 
and therefore deny the same. 
79. Admilled. 
80. BRN Defendants lack infonnation sufficient to fonn a be.lief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
81. BRN Defendants Jack information sufficient to form a belief as to these 
allegations and therefore deny the same. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
1. Cross-claimant fails to state a c.laim upon which r.elief can be granted. 
2. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by the doctrines of waiver., laches 
and/or estoppel. 
3. Cross~claimant's clainls are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 
4. Cross-claimant's claims and the relief sought therefrom would constitute 
unjust enrichment of Cross-claimant to the detriment ofBRN Defendants. 
5. The damages, if any, alleged by Cross~claimallt were directly and 
proximately caused by the unreasonableness; fallure, negJect, and refusal of Cross-
claimant to exercise reasonable di.1igence and effort to mitigate the damages aJ1eged. 
6. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by failure of consideration. 
7. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by express contract. 
8. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by implied contract, either in. law or in 
fact. 
9. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by breach of contract. 
Answer and Affinnative Defenses ofBRN Defendants 
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] O. Cross-claimant's claims are barred by the statute of frauds. 
1l. Cross-claimant fails to state facts su.f.fi.cient to allow for Cross-claimant's 
recovery of attom.eys' fees. 
12. Cross·claimant's recovery in this action, if any, should be barred or 
reduced in accordance with the Doctrin.e of Avoidable Consequences. 
13. Cross-claimant's recovery in this action, if any, should be barred or 
reduced in accordan~e with the Doctrine of Force Majeure. 
ATTORNEYS' FEES 
To defend against this action, BRN Defendants retained the services of Layrnan, 
Layman & Robinson, PLLP. BRN Defendants are entitled to an award of atk"lmeys' fees 
and costs pursuant to Idaho Code §§ 12-1.20 and 12-121, and Ru.le 54 ofthe Idaho Rules 
of Civil .Procedure. 
PRA VER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, BRN Defendants pray for judgmen.t as follows: 
A. That Cross-claimant takes nothing by way of its Cross Claims; 
B. For an award of attorneys' fees and costs iu. defeJ1ding this action; 
An.swer and Affinnativc Defenses of BRN Defendan.ts 
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C. For such other and further relief as this Court deem.s just and proper. 
vC.r 
DATED this 114 day of.ltrl)t 2009. 
LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
JO~ LAYMAN, IS.B: 6825 
Attorney for BRN Development, Inc., BRN 
Investrn.ents, LLC, Lake View AG, BRN-Lake 
View Joint Venture, the Roland M. Casati Family 
Trust, dated June 5, 2008, and the Ryker Young 
Revocable Trust 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I bereby certify that on tlJe ::l-. day of October, 2009, I caused to be served a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to the fo Howing: 
Nancy Isserlis 
Winston & Cashatt 
250 Northwest Blvd, Suite 107 A 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Randall A. Petennan 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett. Rock & Fields 
POBox 829 
Boise, ID 83701 
Rohert J. Fasnacht 
850 w. Ironwood Dr, Suite 101 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83814 
Interstate Concrete & Asp.halt 
Edward J. Anson 
Witherspoon, Kelly, Davenport & Toole 
680 Northwest Blvd, Suite 401 
Coeur d'AleJJ.e, ID 838J4 
Wadsworth Golf Construction Co. 
Turf Corporation 
Precision Irrigation 
Charles B. Lempesis 
201 W. 7th Avenue 
Post Falls, ID 83854 
Thorco 
Stephen C. Brown 
Ellis .• Brown & Sheils 
PO Box 388 
Boise. ID 83701 
Consolidated Supply 
Richard Campbell 
[) Hand-delivered 
[x] Regular mail 
[] Ccrtifi.ed mail 
-( ] Ove1.1ught mail 
[) Facsim.ile 
[] Interoffice Mail 
[J Hand-delivered 
[x] Regtu.ar mail 
[] Certi:fied mai.l 
[J Overnight mail 
[J Facsimjle 
[] Inter.office Mail 
[] Hand-delivered 
[x) Regular mail 
( ] Certified mail 
[ ] Overnight mail 
[] Facsimile 
[] Tnteroffice Mail 
[ ] Hand-delivered 
[x] Regular mail 
[] Certified mail 
[J Overnight mail 
[] Facsimile ( J Interoffice Mail 
[ ] Hand-delivered 
[x] RegUlar mail 
[] Ccrtifi.ed maiJ 
(] . Overnight mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[] Interoffice Mail 
[] Hand-delivered 
(x] Regular mail 
[ ] Certified mail 
[ ] Overnight mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ .J Interoffice Mail 
[J Hand~delivcred 
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Campbell, Bissel & Kirby 
'South Howard St, #416 
Spokane, WA 99201 
Polin & Young 
William Hyslop 
Lukins & Annis 
717 W. Sprague Avenue #1600 
Spo!<ane, WA 99201 
Taylor Engineering 
L L & R 
[x] Regular mail 
[] Certified mail 
[] Overnight mai I 
[J Facsimile 
[] Interoffice Mail 
[] Hand~delivered 
[xJ Regular mail (J Certified mail 
[) Overnight mail 
[] Facsimile 
[] Interoffice Mail 
BY: 1JMiy~ 
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RICHARD D. CAMPBELL 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY, PLLC 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
Spokane, W A 99201 
ISB No. 5177 
Telephone: (509) 455-7100 
Fax: (509) 455-7111 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AMERICAN BANK, a Montana banking ) NO. CV 09-2619 
corporation, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
v. ) 
) 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation; BRN INVESTMENTS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability company; ) ORDER CONSOLIDATING CASE 
LAKE VIEW AG, a Liechtenstein ) NOS. CV 09-906 AND CV 09-2619 
company; BRN-LAKE VIEW JOINT ) 
VENTURE, an Idaho general ) 
partnership; ROBERT LEVIN, Trustee ) 
for the ROLAND M. CASATI F AMIL Y ) 
TRUST, dated June 5, 2008; TYKER ) 
YOUNG, Trustee for the RYKER ) 
YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST; ) 
MARSHALL CHESROWN, a single ) 
man; IDAHO ROOFING SPECIALIST, ) 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability company; ) 
THORCO, INC., an Idaho corporation; ) 
CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY ) 
COMPANY, an Oregon corporation; ) 
INTERSTATE CONCRETE & ) 
ASPHALT COMPANY, an Idaho ) 
corporation; CONCRETE FINISHING, ) 
ORDER CONSOLIDATING ... - 1 640 
INC., an Arizona corporation; THE ) 
TURF CORPORATION, an Idaho ) 
corporation; WADSWORTH GOLF ) 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY OF THE ) 
SOUTHWEST, a Delaware corporation; ) 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, ) 
INC., an Idaho corporation; TAYLOR ) 
ENGINEERING, INC., a Washington ) 
corporation; PRECISION IRRIGATION, ) 
INC., an Arizona corporation; and ) 
SPOKANE WILBERT VAULT CO., a ) 
Washington corporation, d/bla ) 
WILBERT PRECAST, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
) 
POLIN & YOUNG CONSTRUCTION, ) 
INC., ) NO. CV 09-906 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
v. ) 
) 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
This matter came before the Court on Polin & Young Construction, Inc.' s Motion 
to Consolidate Kootenai County District Court Case No. CV 09-906 with Kooentai 
County District Court Case No. CV 09-2619. The Court, having reviewed the file and 
this Motion, and observing no objection thereto, FINDS that good cause exists to 
consolidate these matters, and hereby ORDERS, ADJUDGES and DECREES that the 
cases should be and are consolidated for all purposes. The cases shall proceed according 
IIIII 
IIIII 
IIIII 
IIIII 
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to the scheduling requirements which have been and will be established for Case No. CV 
09-2619. 
-tv 
DATED this ~B day of October, 2009. 
Presented by: 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Polin & Young 
Construction, Inc. in Case No. CV 09-906, 
and Defendant Polin & Young 
Construction, Inc. in Case No. CV 09-2619 
Data\1046\ 1367\order.consolidating.doc 
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CERTIFICATE OFtSJ. RVICE . ..AA.... C ~ /(J~- rLAJV cPOO -, 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the I ~-tlaY-of October, 2009, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document to the following: 
John R. Layman 
LAYMAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
601 S. Division St. 
Spokane, W A 99202 
Facsimile (509) 624-2902 
Attorney for Defendants BRN Development, 
BRN Investments, BRN-Lake View Joint 
Venture, Marshal Chesrown, Lake View A G, 
Robert Levin, Trustee For The Roland M 
Casati Family Trust, Dated June 5,2008 and 
Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
Barry W. Davidson 
DAVIDSON BACKMAN MEDEIROS PLLC 
601 W. Riverside #1550 
Spokane, WA 99201 
Facsimile (509) 623-1660 
Co-Attorney for BRN Development, BRN 
Investments, BRN-Lake View Joint Venture, 
Marshal Chesrown, Lake View AG, Robert 
Levin, Trustee For The Roland M Casati 
Family Trust, Dated June 5, 20082008 and 
Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
Ryker Young, Trustee 
RYKER YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST 
2448 S. Manard Road 
Fort Gibson, OK 74434 
Pro Se Defendant Ryker Young, Trustee For The 
Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
Charles B. Lempesis 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
W. 201 Seventh Ave. 
Post Falls, ID 83854 
Facsimile (208) 773-1044 
Attorney for Defendant Thorco, Inc. 
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~/ 
(~S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
Y
) Overnight Mail 
) Facsimile 
~tf,1 
",/ (~~ Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(f) Facsimile 
/' .~-.,.z.. 
~ Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered ",0 (!~CJ-fJ 
( ) Overnight Mail 9'L~ 
( ) Facsimile IJ.I7 /} / ~f ~ ~f('d,( l'j/O/~-
(~il, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
~ Facsimile 
" ~4> 
Robert J. Fasnacht 
A TTORNEY AT LAW 
850 W. Ironwood Drive #101 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83814 
Facsimile (208) 664-4789 
Attorney for Defendant Interstate Concrete & 
Asphalt Company 
Richard L. Stacey 
MEULEMAN MOLLERUP, LLC 
775 W. Front St. #200 
Boise, ID 83702 
Facsimile (208) 336-9712 
Attorney for Defendant The Polin & Young 
Edward J. Anson 
WITIIERSPOON, KELLEY, DAVENPORT 
&TOOLE,P.S. 
608 Northwest Blvd. #300 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83814-2146 
Facsimile (208) 667-8470 
Attorney for Defendant Wadsworth Golf 
Construction Company of the Southwest 
William D. Hyslop 
LUKINS & ANNIS, P.S. 
1600 Washington Trust Financial Center 
717 W. Sprague Ave. 
Spokane, W A 99201-0466 
Facsimile (509) 747-2323 
Attorney for Defendant Taylor Engineering, Inc. 
Christopher D. Gabbert 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
700NW Blvd. 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Facsimile (208) 664-5884 
Attorney for Defendant Precision Irrigation 
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(u,..IJ:S:--Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(V) Facsimile 
I' ~44 
// 
(~Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
~Facsi~~e 
(~~ail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
tfJ Facsimile 
/' 5(1 
/,/ 
~ Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(\f, Facsimile l 'i~i 
(~:il, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(\I) Facsimile 
/' ~;\U 
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Stephen C. Brown 
ELLIS, BROWN & SHEILS, CHID. 
707 N. Eighth st. 
P.O. Box 388 
Boise, ID 83701-0388 
Facsimile (208) 345-9564 
Attorney for Defendant Consolidated Supply Co. 
Randall A. Petennan 
C. Clayton Gill 
MOffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chtd. 
101 S. Capitol Blvd., 10th Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, ID 83701-0829 
Attorney for PlaintijJAmerican Bank 
1-1..0~ - ,~5- 5)~~ 
Nancy L. Isserlis 
Elizabeth A. Tellessen 
Winston & Cashatt 
250 Northwest Blvd., Suite 107 A 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Attorney for PlaintijJAmerican Bank 
£7J9- 1s'3 Y• I4f<.tJ 
/",/ 
(~.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
~YFacsimile 
'l' ,,-0 
/ (~~~ail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
CX) Facsimile 
. ~\\I 
,<,(",or 
(~ Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
~ Facsimile 
m 
RICHARD D. CAMPBELL 
cE:~·h rv-,v/- ~ 
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1 NANCY L. ISSERLIS, ISB #7331 
ELIZABETH A. TELLESSEN, ISB #7393 
2 WINSTON & CASHATT 
250 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 107 A 
3 Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-2103 
4 Facsimile: (208) 765-2121 
5 nli@winstoncashatt.com & eat@winstoncashatt.com 
6 RANDALL A. PETERMAN, ISB No. 1944 
C. CLAYTON GILL, ISB No. 4973 
7 MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK 
& FIELDS, CHARTERED 
8 101 South Capital Blvd., 10th Floor 
9 P.O. Box 829 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
10 Telephone: (208) 345-2000 
Facsimile: (208) 385-5384 
rap@moffati.conl & ccg@moffatt.com 11 
12 Attorneys for Plaintiff 
13 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
14 OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
15 AMERICAN BANK, a Montana banking 
. 16 corporation, 
17 
18 
vs. 
Plaintiff, 
BRN DEVELOPMENT, INC., an Idaho 
19 corporation, BRN INVESTMENTS, LLC, an 
20 Idaho limited liability company, LAKE VIEW 
AG, a Liechtenstein company, BRN-LAKE 
21 VIEW JOINT VENTURE, an Idaho general 
partnership, ROBERT LEVIN, Trustee for the 
22 ROLAND M. CASATI FAMILY TRUST, dated 
23 June 5,2008, RYKER YOUNG, Trustee for the 
RYKER YOUNG REVOCABLE TRUST, 
24 MARSHALL CHESROWN a single man, 
IDAHO ROOFING SPECIALIST, LLC, an Idaho 
25 limited liability company, THORCO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY 
26 COMPANY. an Oregon co oration, 
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INTERSTATE CONCRETE & ASPHALT 1 COMPANY, an Idaho corporation, CONCRETE 
2 FINISHING, INC., an Arizona corporation, THE 
TURF CORPORATION, an Idaho corporation, 
3 WADSWORTH GOLF CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY OF THE SOUTHWEST, a Delaware 
4 corporation, POLIN & YOUNG 
5 CONSTRUCTION, INC., an Idaho corporation, 
TAYLOR ENGINGEERING, INC., a 
6 Washington corporation, PRECISION 
IRRIGATION, INC., an Arizona corporation and 
7 SPOKANE WILBERT VAULT CO., a 
Washington corporation, d/b/a WILBERT 
8 PRECAST, 
9 
10 
Defendants. 
STIPULATION 
11 The undersigned counsel for Plaintiff and for Defendants, hereby stipulate and agree as 
12 follows: 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
1. "Confidential" Documents. This order shall govern all documents produced 
or exchanged ("documents") and all written answers and responses to 
discovery ("answer") made by plaintiff, their attorneys, consultants, agents, 
and representatives and by defendants, their attorneys, consultants, agents, 
employees and representatives. "Confidential Documents" shall be limited to 
documents relating in any manner to Plaintiff's customers and/or the services 
Plaintiff provides to its customers, documents relating in any manner to 
Plaintiff's current and/or former employees and their work-related 
duties/responsibilities, documents relating in any manner to the business 
operations of Plaintiff, any and all financial records relating to defendants, 
proprietary documents, and any other documents that Plaintiff would be 
prohibited from disclosing pursuant to Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act, 15 U.S.C. 
§§ 6801 et. seq., Right to Financial Privacy Act, 12 U.S.C. 3401 et. seq. and 
the regulations enacted in accordance with those acts, as well as any other 
state or federal law, regulation or policy effecting the maintenance and 
disclosure of Plaintiff's documents, or documents the parties agree or the 
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2. 
3. 
4. 
court shall determine are confidential. Any and all documents obtained from 
public or non-confidential sources would be excluded unless so stipulated as 
confidential. 
"Confidential" Information. "Confidential" Information is testimony 
involving Confidential Documents and information relating to Plaintiffs 
policies and procedures, information relating in any manner to Plaintiff's 
customers and/or the services Plaintiff provides to its customers, information 
relating in any manner to Plaintiff's current and/or former employees and their 
work-related duties/responsibilities, information relating in any manner to the 
business operations of Plaintiff, proprietary information and any other 
information Plaintiff would be prohibited from disclosing pursuant to Gramm-
Leach-Bliley Act, 15 U.S.C. §§ 6801 et. seq., Right to Financial Privacy Act, 
12 U.S.C. 3401 et. seq. and the regulations enacted in accordance with those 
acts, as well as any other state or federal law, regulation or policy effecting the 
maintenance and disclosure of Plaintiff's information, or information the 
parties agree or the COUlt shall determine is confidential. Any and all 
information obtained from public or non-confidential sources would be 
excluded unless so stipulated as confidential. 
Scope of "Confidential" Designation. The special treatment accorded to 
documents designated "confidential" under the Order shall reach: 
a. All documents previously or hereafter designated "confidential"; 
b. All copies, extracts, and complete or partial summaries prepared from such 
documents; 
c. Any deposition transcript or exhibit, or portions thereof, that discuss or refer 
to such documents, copies, extracts or summaries; and 
d. Any portion of any discovery answer or response, affidavit, declaration, brief, 
or other paper filed with the Court, or exhibit thereto, that discusses or refers 
to such documents, copies, extracts or summaries. 
Restrictions on Disclosure of "Confidential" Documents. Except with prior 
written consent of all parties and nonparties asserting confidential treatment, 
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5. 
6. 
7. 
and except as proved elsewhere in this Order, documents designated 
"confidential," and all information contained therein or derived there from, 
may not be disclosed to any person other than: 
a. The parties to this litigation, their officers, directors, members of LLC, 
shareholders, trustee or trust defendants, owners, managing partners of joint 
venture defendants; 
b. Counsel for the parties in this action; 
c. Secretaries, paralegal assistants, and other employees or contractors of such 
counsel who are assisting in the prosecution an/or defense of this action; 
d. Actual or potential deposition or trial witnesses in this action, to the extent 
reasonably necessary to prepare the witness to testify concerning this case or 
to the question the witness about knowledge he or she might have which is 
pertinent to the case; and 
e. Outside consultants and experts solely retained for the purpose of assisting 
counsel and the parties in the prosecution and/or defense of this action. 
Review of Own "Confidential" Documents. The restrictions of this Order 
shall not apply to parties or nonparties, and their employees, attorneys, experts 
or other authorized agents, when reviewing their own "confidential" 
documents. 
Certification of Compliance. Except for persons identified in subparagraphs 
4(a)-(c) above, no person authorized under the terms of this Order to receive 
access to "confidential" documents shall be granted access to them until 
counsel has made such person read the Order and agree in writing to be bound 
by it per the form attached as Exhibit A. Upon order of this Court, for good 
cause shown, these written agreements (Exhibit A) shall be available for 
inspection by counsel for other parties or nonparties. 
Notice of Breach. It shall be the obligation of counsel, upon hearing of any 
breach or threatened breach of this Order by any person, promptly to notify 
counsel for the opposing and producing parties of such breach or threatened 
breach. 
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8. 
9. 
10. 
Use of "Confidential" Documents at Depositions. Documents designated 
"confidential," and all information contained therein or derived there from, 
may be used or referred to at depositions, or marked as deposition exhibits, in 
accordance with the provisions of this Order. Any "confidential" documents 
marked as deposition exhibits shall be sealed separately from the remainder of 
the deposition transcript and exhibits. When a party uses or refers to 
"confidential" documents or information at a deposition, the portion of the 
deposition transcript that related to such documents or information shall be 
stamped "confidential" and sealed separately from the remainder of the 
transcript, and shall be treated as "confidential" under the provisions of this 
Order. 
Designating Portions of Deposition Transcripts Confidential. At the 
deposition, the parties will attempt in good faith to preliminarily identify and 
designate "confidential" testimony and exhibits without prejudice to their 
right to so designate other testimony or exhibits or withdraw such designation 
after receipt of the transcript. Any party or nonparty may, within 15 days after 
receiving a deposition transcript, designate portions of the transcript, or 
exhibits thereto, as being "confidential." Confidential deposition testimony or 
exhibits may be so designated by stamping the exhibits "confidential," or by 
underlining the portions of the pages that are confidential and stamping such 
pages "confidential." If no party or nonparty timely designates testimony or 
exhibits from a deposition as being confidential," those portions of the 
deposition testimony or exhibits will not be treated as confidential. If a timely 
"confidential" designation is made, the confidential portions and exhibits shall 
be sealed separately from the portions and exhibits not so marked, and shall be 
treated as "confidential" under the provisions of this Order. 
Use of "Confidential" Documents in Papers Filed With or Used in Court. 
Documents designated "confidential," and all information contained therein or 
derived there from, may be discussed or referred to in pleadings, motions, 
affidavits, briefs and other papers filed with the Court, or attached as exhibits 
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11. 
12. 
13. 
thereto, provided that 10 days notice is given to all parties that a confidential 
document or information is to be filed with the Court, unless the party offering 
the document or information is responding to a motion requiring an earlier 
response, or unless the need for the document or information was 
unforeseeable at the beginning of trial, in which case best practical notice will 
be given. The opposing counsel then may move the court for an order placing 
the document under seal with the Clerk of Court. 
Litigation Use Only. All "confidential" documents produced in this litigation, 
whether by a party or nonparty, and whether pursuant to Civil Rule 34, 
subpoena, agreement or otherwise, and all information contained therein or 
derived therefrom, shall be used solely for the preparation and trial of this 
action (including any appeals and retrials), and may not be used for any other 
purpose, including business, governmental or commercial, or any other 
administrative or judicial proceedings or actions. 
Nontermination and Return of Documents. The provision of this Order shall 
continue to apply to all "confidential" documents and information after this 
action has been terminated. Upon termination of this action, including all 
appeals, the parties shall return all "confidential" documents to the producing 
party, as well as all copies, extracts and summaries thereof, except that 
counsel for each party may maintain in its files one copy of each pleading or 
other papers files with the Court; alternatively, the parties and/or any 
producing party may agree upon appropriate methods of destruction. Work 
product and attorney client privileged material is exempt from this provision. 
No Admissions. Nothing contained in this Order, nor any action taken in 
compliance with it, shall: 
a. Operate as an admission by any party that any particular document or 
information is, or is not, confidential; 
b. Operate as an admission by any party that any particular document is, or is 
not, subject to discovery or admissible in evidence at trial of this action. 
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14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
l11terim Protection. "Confidential" documents produced by any party or 
nonparty through discovery in this action prior to the entry of this Order by 
the Court shall be subject to the provisions of this Order to the same extent as 
if the Order had been entered by the Court. unless the Court otherwise dire~ts. 
Venue/Jurisdiction. The parties consent to venue and jurisdiction in the 
District Court of the First Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the 
County ofKootenal with l'egard to any proceedings to enforce the terms of the 
Order. 
Order. The court may enter an Order consistent with this stipulation. 
Defendants agree they will not initiate contact with customers of Plaintiff 
identified in Confidential Documents or Confidential Information for any 
purpose not directly related to the litigation. This provision shall not apply to 
any formal discovery done pursuant to the Court Rules. " .; . 
_ Noyfft'vJo-vr DATEDthls 5 day of September, 2009. & . :'". 
-I--l.~~===-~~:""':"~) ~~)...:.::·~n ~'I' 
. ISSERLIS, ISB No. 7331 RANDALL A. PETERMAN, ISB No. 1944 
ELIZ TH A. TELLES SEN, ISB No. 7393 C. CLAYTON GILL, ISB No. 4973 
15 WINSTON & CASHATT MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK 
16 Attorneys for Plaintiff & FIELDS, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
17 
18 
19 
20 JOHN R. LAYMAN, ISB NO. 6825 
21 LA YMAN, LAYMAN & ROB1NSON, PLLP 
Attorney for Defendants BRN Development, 
22 BRN Investments, BRN-Lake View Joint 
Venture, Marshal Chesro'Wll. Lake View AO, 
23 and Robert Levin, Trustee For The Roland M. 
24 Casati Family Trust. Dated June 5, 2008 and 
Ryker Young, Trustee of the Ryker Young 
25 Revocable Trust· 
26 
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Ittterim Protection. "Confidential" dOC1Jl'J.'l.ents produced by any party or 
nonparty through discovery in. this actiol;l prior to the entry of this Order by' 
the Court shall be subject to the provisions of this Order to the same extent as 
if the Order had been entered by the Cou.r4 unless the Court otherwise directs. 
yenuelJuri~dic:tiQn. The parties consent to venue and juri$diction in the 
District Court of the first Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the 
County of Kootenai with tegard to any proceedings to enforoe the tern:1s of the 
Order. 
4 
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8 
7 
8 
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15. 
16. 
17. 
~. The court may enter an Order consistent with this stipulation. 
Defendants agr~ they 'Will not initiate contact with customers of Plaintiff 
identified in Con:fid~ntial DOCl.Wents or Confidential Information for any 
purpose not directly:related to the litigation. This provision shall not apply 10 
11 any formal discovery done pursuant to the Court Rules. 
12 DATED this _ day of September, 2009. 
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NANCY 1. ISSERLIS, lSB No. 7331 
ELIZABETH A. TELLES SEN, ISB No. 7393 
WINSTON &. CASHATT 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
. , lSB NO. 6825 . 
MAN, LAYMAN & ROBINSON, PLLP 
Attom~ for Defendants BRN Development, 
BRN Investments, BRN-Lake View Joint 
Venture, Marshal Chesrown. Lake View AO, 
and Robert Levin, Trustee For The Roland M. 
Casati Family Trust, Da.ted June 5, 2008 and 
Ryker Young, Trustee of the Ryker Young 
Revocable Trust· 
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MOFFATT, mOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK 
& FIELDS, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
B:ARR Y DA VIDSON 
DAViDSON BAC 
CO-Attorney-i.?!" De~· ants ERN 
Development, B~ Investments, BRN-Lake 
View Jo~Ver;tur~:"~shal ChesroWll, Lake 
Vi~W , and Robert Le~ Trustee For The 
,Rol d M. Casati F arnily TruSt;-:Pated June 5, 
2(" d Ryker Young, Trustee of the Ryker 
Young Revocable Trust 
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16 I 
The Court havix\g considered the foregoin" Stipulation oft11e parties, 
I It is hcr<:tlY ~rdered that the stipulation of the partl¢$ is eonfirm=d in JIll of its parti¢u}m"$, 
17 .-fh 
DATED this ..!.!?_ da.y of 1v'cu~~009. 
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7 RICHARD CAMPBELL. ISB NO. 5177 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY. PLLC 
B Attorney for Defendant Polin & Young 
9 Construction 
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EDWARD ANSON, ISB NO. 2074 
WITHERSPOON, KELLEY, DAVENPORT 
& TOOLE, P .S. 
Attorney for Defendants Wadsworth Golf 
Construction Company of the Southwest and 
Defendant The Turf Corporation 
WILLIAM D. HYSLOP, ISB NO. 7141 
LUKINS & ANNIS, P.S. 
Attorney for Defendant Taylor Engineering 
14 ORDER 
15 The Court having considered the foregoing stipulation of the parties, 
16 It is hereby ordered that th!'! stipulation of the parties is confinned in all of its particulars. 
17 
18 
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DATED this _ day of ___ ~, 2009. 
20 Presented By: 
21 Sa- CLllich.ed 
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Defendant The Turf Corporation 
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Attorney for Defendant Taylor Engineering 
14 ORDER 
15 The Court having considered the foregoing stipulation ofthe parties, 
16 It is hereby ordered that the stipulation of the parties is confirmed in all of its particulars. 
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DATED this _ day of __ .......... ,.......-', 2009. 
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EXHIBIT A 
1. I, , have read the Stipulated Confidentiality 
greement and Protective Order entered in American Bank v. BRN Development et aI, (Kootenai 
ounty District Court Cause No. CV 09-2619), and agree to be bound by its terms Wit1 respect to 
y documents, material or information designated or marked "Confidential" that are furnished to 
e as set forth in the Order. 
2. I further agree: (i) not to disclose to anyone any documents, materials or 
7 information marked or designated "Confidential" other than as set forth in the Order; and (ii) not 
to make any copies of any documents, material or information marked "Confidential" furnished 
8 to me except in accordance with the Order. 
9 3. I hereby consent to venue and jurisdiction in the Kootenai County District Court, 
10 Coeur d' Alene, Idaho, with regard to any proceedings to enforce the terms of the Order. 
11 
12 
13 
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DATED this __ day of September, 2009. 
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By: ____________________________ _ 
Attorney for: _____________ _ 
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1 CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 The un~rsigned hereby certifies under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of 
3 
Idaho that on f2- day of November, 2009, the foregoing was caused to be served on the 
following persons in the manner indicated: 
4 John R. Layman VIA REGULAR MAIL 0 
5 Layman, Layman & Robinson, PLLP VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 0 601 South Division Street HAND DELIVERED 0 
6 Spokane, W A 99202 BY FACSIMILE 509-624-2902 ~ VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
7 Attorney for Defendants BRN Development, BRN 
8 
Investments, BRN-Lake View Joint Venture, 
Marshal Chesrown, Lake View AG, and Robert 
9 Levin, Trustee For The Roland M. Casati Family 
Trust, Dated June 5, 2008 and Ryker Young, Trustee 
10 of the Ryker Young Revocable Trust 
11 Barry Davidson VIA REGULAR MAIL 0 
12 
Davidson Backman Medeiros VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 0 
601 West Riverside #1550 HAND DELIVERED 0 
13 Spokane, W A 99201 BY FACSIMILE 509-623-1660 f3 VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
14 Co-Attorney for Defendants BRN Development, 
BRN Investments, BRN-Lake View Joint Venture, 
15 Marshal Chesrown, Lake View AG, and Robert 
16 Levin, Trustee For The Roland M. Casati Family Trust, Dated June 5, 2008 and Ryker Young, Trustee 
17 of the Ryker YoUng Revocable Trust 
18 Charles B. Lempesis VIA REGULAR MAIL 0 
Attorney at Law VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 0 
19 201 W. Seventh Avenue HAND DELIVERED ~ 20 Post Falls, ID 83854 BY FACSIMILE (208) 773-1044 VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 0 
21 Attorney for Defendant Thorco 
22 Edward Anson VIA REGULAR MAIL 0 
23 
Witherspoon, Kelley, Davenport & Toole, P.S. VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 0 
601 Northwest Blvd. #300 HAND DELIVERED § 24 Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 BY FACSIMILE (208) 667-8470 VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
25 Attorney for Defendant Wadsworth Golf 
26 
Construction Company of the Southwest, Defendant 
The Turf Corporation and Precision Irrigation 
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Richard Campbell 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
7 South Howard Street #416 
Spokane, WA 99201 
Attorney for Defendant Polin & Young Construction 
Timothy M. Lawlor 
Witherspoon Kelley Davenport & Toole 
422 West Riverside Avenue #1100 
Spokane, WA 99201 
NEW Attorney for Defendant Taylor Engineering 
Nancy 1. Isserlis 
9 Elizabeth A. Tellessen 
10 Winston & Cashatt 
250 Northwest Boulevard, Suite 107 A 
11 Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
12 Attorneys for Plaintiff 
13 Randall A. Peterman 
14 C. Clayton Gill 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock 
15 & Fields, Chartered 
16 
101 South Capital Blvd., 10th Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
17 Boise, Idaho 83701 
18 Attorney for Plaintiff 
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26 
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HAND DELIVERED 
BY FACSIMILE 509-458-2728 
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
VIA REGULAR MAIL 
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 
HAND DELIVERED 
BY FACSIMILE (208) 765-2121 
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
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